DOCUMENT RESUME 



ED 237. 089 

AUTHOR 
TITLE 

INSTITUTION 

PUB DATE 
NOTE 
PUB TYPE 

EDRS PRICE 
DESCRIPTORS 



I 050 505 



Corvallis. • 
Oreg. 



IDENTIFIERS 



Lockwood, James D. 

Library Statistics of Colleges and Universities in 
the Pacific Northwest , 1980-81. 
Oregon State System of Higher Education, 
Pacific Northwest Library Assoc. , Baker, 
Apr 82' 

56p. ; Tables are minimally legible : ' % 

Statistical Data (110) Reports - 
Research/Technical (143) 9 

MF01/PC03 Plus Postage. 

'"Academic Libraries; Data Analysis; Higher Education; 
"Interlibrary Loans; Law Libraries; "Library 
Collections;' "Library Expenditures; "Library - ' 
Personnel 7 ; Library Research; Library Surveys; * 
Questionnaires; Research Methodology 
Library/Statistics; "Pacific Northwest 



ABSTRACT > - • • 

This report presents results from a survey of ^ 
approximately 165 academic libraries in. Alberta, British Columbia/ 
Alaska, Idaho, Montana, Oregon, and Washington, biased on 138 
responses from 2-year college libraries, 4-year college and • 
university libraries, law school libraries reporting separately , and 
miscellaneous' academic libraries . ' The^ survey was conducted in order 
to /compute data on all academic libraries in the region fpr 
comparison and inventory purposes on a timely basis. Data are 
organized into iour categories: institutional character istics, 
library collections, library personnel, library expenditures , and ' - 
interlibrary lending and borrowing^ Two main data tables reproduce 
responses to 16 of the 25 questionnaire . items from 2-y6ar and 4-year 
colleges and/universities. Selected variables are analyzed, and an 
explanation of the analyses and recommendations for further, analysis 
• are presented'. A discussion of tfcie survey methodology, describes tlie 
development and distribution of the survey questionnaire, the 
handling of returns , and calculations. Additional sections point out 
limitations of the method and the survey instrument, and offer 
recommendations for future surveys. A sample PN^A (Pacific Northwest 
Library Association) library statistics questionnaire with ' 
instructions and 13 references are included.. (LMM) 



) / 
/ 



******** *^**************************j****^ 

* Reproductions supplied Jby EDRS are the best that can be made 
■*> from the original document. ■ 

*********** ***^************/f*** 



***** 
*' 

f •* 
***** 



ERLC 



US. DEPARTMENT OF E0UCAT10N 

NATioNAL-lNSTITUTE OF EDUCATION 
EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES INFORMATION 

/ CENTER (ERIC) 

lyThis document has been reproduced at v 
V- teceived from the person or organization 
originating it. 
□ Minor Changes have been rnade to improve 
reproduction quality. 

• Points of view or opinions stated in this docu- 
ment do not necessarily represent off icial|llE 
position or policy. 



"PERMISSipN TO REPRODUCE THIS 
MATERIAL v IN MICROFIpHE ONLY 
HAS BEEN GRANTED BY , 

James D> Lo ckwood n 



TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES 
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)*." 



Library 



lies 



of 



Colleges and Universities 

in the 
Pacific Northwest 



1980-81 



By James D. Iiockwood 



V 6 



Published by the Academic Division, Pacific Northwest Library Association 



In cooperation with 



the Interihstitutional Library Council, 
Oregon State System of Higher Education 
April 1982 Corvallis, Oregon 



' ' ■' r/ 

A limited number of copies of/ Li brary Statistics of Colleges ' 
and Universities in the Paci^^orthwest , 1980-81 are avail- 
able for sale. 

Price in U.S. and Canada:/ $7-00 (including postage S handling) 

/ payable in advance to the Pacific 
" . * / Northwest Library Association. 

■ - V ' C 

Address inquiries to:/ Interinstitutional Library Council 

i , / i^err Library 

, 'Oregon State University 

Corvallis, Oregon 9733* USA 

or call': ' 503/75^-3208 

Each responding library was sent ojrte copy a^this report free 
of charge. , * ~ 



Cataloging information:* 



LocKwoo.d, James D, 

Library statistics of colleges and universities in the Pacific 
Northwest; 1980-81 / by James D. Lpckwood. Corvallis, 0r. a ;r - % 
Published by the Academic Division', Pacific Northwest Library 
Assbciation in cooperation with the JnteriAstJ tutlonal Library ^ 
Council, Oregon State System of Higher Education, 1982. - 
\59 p. ;U8 cm. 

. * • * • . . . « • 

1, Libraries, University and College—Pacific Northwests-Statistics, 
l! Oregon. State Board of Higtfer Education. Interinstltution^l 
Library Council. II. Pacific Northwest Library Association. Academic 
Division. HI. Title. \ 

, Z675wU5L6 . 



. I ■ 



CONTENTS 



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 4 

INTRODUCTION \ ........ . 5 



PART I 

MAIN DATA TABLES 7* 

Table 1 . - 9.k 

Table 2 .............. . . . . ... . . 13' 

Footnotes to Tables 1 and 2 ........... 17, 

PART ij , * ' J ' . / " . 

^ANALYSIS OF SELECTED VARIABLES ............ 19 

A. Collections . . . . 0 . ................. .' 20 

B. Personnel s 28 

C. Expenditures 3i 

D. Interlibrary, Lending & Borrowing . , . J33 

PART III • 

EXPLANATION OF ANALYSIS AW RECOMMENDATIONS 

FOR FURTHER ANALYSIS F. . . . : 39 

PART IV v * 

METHODOLOGY - . . . . . . . : . . 43 



/ PART- V >''*•' .; 
"'~ rSlMfTteoNS OF METHOD AND THE SURVEY 

' INSTRUMENT 47 

"'.•.V 1 *«J . 

PART VI i . 

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE SURVEYS 49 

! '. . " ^ 

- PART VII 

. SAMPLE QUESTIONNAIRE AND INSTRUCTIONS 51 

• pArt ( vii% : \ ; , ■ . ■ i 

\»" BIBLIOGRAPHY . ;.> r ..... ...... . i. ... . 57 



PART Ig# 
[PPE 



APPENDIX .„.". , ...... ... ..." 59 



• j. 



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 



\ 



As with all successful' statistical surveys, the responding parties, deserve 
most of the credit, I hope this report will be suff.crehf compensation 
for fheir efforts.' . • • V # ^ 

Linda Morgan oVithe Oregon State System of Higher Education's Interinsti- 
'tutional Library Council is due manyVthanks . for her assistance In typ.ng, 
arranging. and editing the entire, report. • \ > ' 

Carol Mandel, Associate Executive Director, Association of ^search Li- 
braries ,. provided valued guidance on the adaptation of the ARL\forms and 
procedures to this project.. j 

The Pacific Northwest Li brary. Association Board and Acade^cDiv-r^ion 
deserve full credit for the initial funding of the project. The Oregon 
State- System of Higher Education, Interinstitutional Library Council, 
chaired by Dick Moore, was gracious in providing the many hours of staff 
support necessary to see the project through. 

Those listed below served as state/province coordinators for the survey 
They advised the author on the design of the quest .pnna. re, selected the 
institutions ^in. each „state/province to be surveyed* distributed the. 
questionnaires to those selected, and encouraged tardy respondents to 

The excellent response is to tl^eir credit. 

Barnes D. Lockwood 
, Author and Survey Coordinator! 
April 19, 1982 



return their completed forms. 



Karen H. Hatcher ]" 



University of Montana , 
Chai rperson j/PNLA Academic Division * 



Alberta 



British' CQlumfcta 



; B. J. Busch 
University of Alberta* , ^ 

Alaska ' 

Bob Geiman " 
University of Alaska, Fairbanks 

Montana y 

V. Bede Mitchell 
Montana State University 

: C. Stan is lava Swiesskowskl 
Montana State University 



Ros$ Carter \ . • 

Vancouver Community College 



\ Idaho 



Richard. J . Beck 
University of Idaho 

Washington „ 

GaVy Menges ' 

Uni vers! ty. of -Washington 

'petty Roberts 

Washington State Un I vers I ty 



Oregon * . v 

fUcbard E. Moore_, 
Southern Oregon. State Co Heg© 
PNLA. Vlce President/President Elect . 



\ 



INTRODUCTION 
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The pyrpose of the Pacific Northwest Library Association's survey of* 
academic libraries in the Northwest is to compute data .on a H, academic 
libraries in the region for comparison and inventory purposes on a y\ 
timely basis. In recogni tion 'of the practical intent/ the data and 
analyses have been placed first among . the many parts of the report. 

The tables, orv the pages that follow present .the findings of the second 
such survey sponsored by the Academic Division. Observations regarding 
the data accompany each table in Part II. - Part III is intended : i 
* further aid the reader desiring to make comparisons relevant to hi j& ; or 
her own library. * ':' 

While the terse style of data presentation used in this report lends i t- 
s^lf to snappy conclusions,; this approach has its own dangers. Therefore, 
an entire section of the report (Part V) outlines the shortcomings of 
the data a£c?trti which each reader should be aware. 

Of the approximated 1 65 institutions asked by the state/provfncial 
coordiaators to complete the questionnaire, 1^1 were returned. The % 
responses of 138 of these, or 'approximately Bk%>of those a?ked to re- 
spond, appear somewhere invjt his report. The distribution of responses 
is as follows: j < 

r 75 Two year college libraries 

' ' 57, Four year college and! university, libraries 

n 3 Law school 1 ibraries jreporting Separately 

' 3 Miscellaneous academic libraries 

* " ■ " % ' 1 ' • 

; 136 Total acceptable responses ;,■ " 

■ _ . , ' «, " v - • • 

. 3 Rejected responses ; • 
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MAIN DATA TABLES 



/Responses to 16 of the 25 items tn'the questionnaire are reproduced in . 

Tables 1 (four year colleges and universities) and 2 (two year colleges). 

These are combined with some calculations in order to make a broad base 
* -of 'information available for those desiring to conduct comparisons ampng 

selectedL responses by- part i cular* thsti tut ions . . ■ 

The following columns in Tables 1 and 1 contain calculations based upon, 
' the responses given: f 

• Column Calculation . / 

7 Rank in terms of collection size 

10 Anrtual collection growth rateZ<gross) 1980-81 

/ ; it < Volumes held per FTE student • ■ 

16 ■ * ■ > Net items loaned (loaned minus borrowed) 

18 Serials expenditures as a percent of total 

' materials expenditures 

* .20 Materials expendi tures as a percent of the 

library's total operating expenditures 

Professional staff as a percent of total 
staff (excluding students) 

Expenditure -figures* for Canadian institutions have been converted to U.S. 
dol lar equivalents in order to permit comparisons. Canadian dollars were/ 
valued'at the rate of 1 .18*»3 for each U.S. dollar, as was used for the S 
3980-81 year by the Association of Research Libraries. They arrive at 
this figure by taking an average of the noon exchange rate for, each month, 
•July 1980 through June 1381 . The rates are published in the Bank of Canada, 
Review. 
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TABLE 1 

MAIN DATA TABLE - FOUR YE AR* COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES 

(In order of Collection size, July 1981) 
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70 7 


-7 


77,248 


fi"6.6 , 


115,991 


26. r 


444,286 


7.0 


1 1.5 


17.8 


1.2 


1,091 


1.102 


-211 


55,090 


48.4 


111, 744 


11 .4 


161 ,6 75 


5.0 


7..0 


41.7 


8.0 




272 


'l4l 


46,"f)76 


'28.6 


161, 106 


11 .6 


516,266 


9,0 


14.0 


19, I 


7/8 



A - Law Library included 

B - Law Library not included . 

C - Medical Library included 

D - Medical Library not included 

e - Some figures estimated 

r - AV / Media included 



G - 4V/Mcdia not included 
*H - Canadian dollars adjusted to U.S. (see text) 

I - Branches not Included 
*"+ - See' Footnotes f 0 I towing Tables land 2 
M N/A - Not available or not applicable 



TABLE 1 

MAIN DATA TABLE - FOUR YEAR COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES 

(In order of Collection size, July 1981) ^ v 



INSTITUTIONAL CHARACTERISTICS 



1 



INSTITUTION Footnotes 


>-* 
CC 
r- 


PRIVATE 


r/UNIV 


STUDENT 
ENROLLMENT 

•->-,=: PALL 1981 

\ '• 


ON SIZE* 


9 

CD 
CO c* 


ADDED 
1980-81 


ANNUAL GROWTH 
RATE (Gross) 
1980-81 


;s PER 
UDENT 


ICROFORM 
* LIBRARY 


CURRENT 
SERIALS 


COUN 


PUBLIC/ 


>> 

(NJ 


\ 
\ 

T 

\ 


HEAD 
COUNT 


RANK BY 
COLLECTI 


VOLUME 
JULY 1 


CO 

St! » 

3 O 
-J u 

O CD 
> - 


VOLUME 
FTE SI 


TOTAL M 
UNITS II 


1 


2. 


3 


4 


5-\ * 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 


13 


Whilm.m C>1 


L'S 


Priv 


4 


W/ff 




10 


- 


5,4 12 


1.2 




6. 164 


l , 742 


W'sLrn Ore* St Col 


,l'S . 


Pub 


•'• 


2.568 


2,881 


11 


168,502 


1,218 


1.9 


58 


2 12,622 


I ,67Q 


0ro« Health St f C C , 


US 


Pub 


u 


1, 199 


1 ,5 19 


12 


168,271 


5,617 


3.5 


120 


I ,062 


2,5 74 


Kstni Hunt Col 


cs ■ 


Pub 






4,0 15 


11 


I 12, 117 


5 , 724 


4.4 


41 


26 7. 174 


1, 200 


Par if It ij + 


us 


Priv 




1, 00'. 


1 ,035 


14 


127,877 


t A 7 
5, '289 


4.3 


127 


10.5.74 ' 


. .■■ ;i8 


Unfit' Id C<«1 


L'S 


Priv 




1 ,100 


1 ,421 


15 


124,091 


6,412 


5,4 


95 


24,001 


742 


Col i>t [d.tho 


t'S „ 


• Priv 




52 5 


6 HQ 


16 


U», 1 10 


1,4 12 


1.2 


!TT 


- 40.000 ; 


0 940 


No r til west N.i m ru n e 


US 


Priv 




1,291 


1,152 


17 


109,480 


4,680 


4. 5 


8 5 


19, 67a 


480 


Col ot fir*-. it K.i I U 


us 


Priv 




840 


1, 100 


38 


96, 149 


1,844 


1.9 


114 


28,6 |2 


508 


Kstrn Ortv S| Ol 4 ' r 


us 


Pun 
-* 


u 


1 ,5 79 


1,791 * 


19 


91,22 7 


\,6B6 


i.g 


58 


28,802 


1 J IS 


' Alum vinous '■! P 


US 


Pub 


u 


1,4 62 


1 , 584 


40 


8 7,000 


I .000 


1.1 


60 


100 .000 


. 1. 100 


k Carroll Col ' 


us 


Priv 


4 


I , 100 


N/A 


41 


8), 49b 


- 1, 5 >2 




64 


» 10,14 7 


4 70 


Anonynoua 3 


us 


Pub 


4 


* 'l,409 


1 ,92 7 




78,657 


2,979 


3.9 


56 


t- 44,2/0 


6 58 


Ct'urne Fox Col 


us 


Priv 




7)0 


- 74 J 


i ) 


70, 171 


4,295 


•6.5 


•96 


1,418 


524 


Aiignyiiuus -"* 


III 


Pob 




1,575 


1,850 


>* 


69, 12^ 
* 


1,289 


1 .9 


' .44 


15,000 


706 


WhitvortJi CoL • 


us 


Priv 


4 


1,578 


1,92 I 


45 


68, 191 


2,512, 


3.8 


4 1 


>• 4 3,859 


787 


Hit. ky >ltn Col 


US- 


Priv 


u 


371 


N/A . 


46 ' 


61,090 


" 1 , 560 


2,0 * 


165 




164 


Ore« Ins i If t.l Tvi-li 


US 


Pub 


'« 


2,4 7H 


2,6f,B 


'4 7 




*,0hS 


5.7 


21 


11,9/1 


1,276 


NW Col of Aumbl of Co.l 


us 


Priv 


■* 


717 


7M 


48 


5 ),H19 


2.042 


1.9 


7 J 


4 . 04 7 


N/A 


Wstrn Mont Ct»l 


IIS 


1Mb 


& 


nu 


880 


49 


5 1 , 1 00 


1.4C0 


2.8 


7C 


21 ,8t'0 


160 


NW ClirlMll.m Col 


us 


Priv 


4 


1B2* 


25) 


50 


. 4 7,944 


1,817 


'J, 9 


261 


4 44 


101 


W.irnor P.u If lc Col 


"*us ^ 


Priv 


4 


519 


481 

* 


11 


46,296 


1,180 


2.6 


89. 


100 


250 


AnonymouH 5 


us 




4 


700 


2,000 


52 


42,2*0 


1,86:' 


10.0 


60 


.♦60,000 


1 ,428 


Concord hi Col-I'rtln.l 


us 


Priv 


4 


2 76 


284 


51 & 


17^720 


1,981 


V4 


117 


1,448 


. 62* 


CtiiMtll.ni Union Col II 


CAN 


. Priv 


4 


2 70 


280 


54 


10,462 


4,711 


18. 1 


Il 1 


1,500 


110 


Unl«on Bnpt Int. Col 


US 


Priv" 




7')9 


295 


V, 


28, 74 5 


4, "51 


19.5 


96 


!htr 


14 1 


Colombia Climtli Col 


US 


Priv 


4 


.'71 


N/A 


5f> 


'28, 152 


1,020 


*• 7 


104 


27,755 


171 


City Cul-St'.iltlf + 


US 


I'rlv 




N/A 


4,000 


5 7 


22'> 


75 


50.0 


N/A 


5 


N/A 


MISCELLANEOUS 


















% 




: £ 




Anonym.) on 7 A 


IIS 


' Priv 


l) 


8 10 


919 




89,950 


4,8 1A 


5.y 


108 


214,480 


2,6m 


Anon y mo u m ft 11 


CAN 


N/A . 


() 


140 


N/A 




1 1,000 


1,000 


10 . 0 


» I 


„ N/A 


241 


t) AK hint M.u lor Si" i * 


US 


Ptih 


0 


C N/A 


4,1 15 




12,048 


1,471 


12.2 


N/A 


IM 


25> 



COLLECTIONS 



A i.a\* Library included » 

II Law L 1 1) r <• r v no I imi IuiIim) 

C Mir d t e ft I t. lOrrtrv incluileii 

D - Mpdicyii^ Library not includtfd 

II 5omr fi^iirvs imI im.it ud 

r AV/H v d i a ln( I u d it d 



AV /Meit l a no t i rx I uil #d 

Canadian dollar^ Adjuitpit to U.'j- ( in t«xtl 
h r anc ht s not included 

5rr rootnotes .following faults 1 and ? 
- Not'availaOltf or not adp! k «(ilr 



9 

ERIC 



11 



TABLE 1 (Continued) 



INTERLIBRARY 
' ' LOANS 



EXPENDITURES 



PERSONNEL (FTE) 



9 



Z —J 
UJ < 

2 a. 
s UJ 

. o to 



• < 

Q. — 

x en 

UJ UJ 

< 

— Li. • 

BO CL 
X 

,</> fc? UJ 



55 



a < 



< UJ 
<X CL 

h ujq. 

O Q- X 

H O UJ 



< 



< C ,c 



< «- 

H »J 1/1 

I/) < 



14 



15 



16 



17 



18 



19 



20 



21 



22 



23 



24 



25 



JO.OuO 
1 ; , WD 



- 1(1^ | '« i .000 



'1.J00 



•'.0.0 



4& 100 



-14 



l.OOU* 



I .000 



10,'>// 



1 / 

mm 



\ 



1 2, WW 



; 7 , 2 H 7 



IfvH.OOO 
J r >, >').' 



10 .MX) 



H.4 



Hi . '> 
N/A 



N/A 



-A* 



7. ft 
19.0 



I .0 

o.o 



1.0 
1 .0 



6.0 
4.0 



M 



3.0 



J. 7 

I *7 
6.0 



I . / 
2.^ 



A ■ Law Library mt ludfd 

H - Law LfUrarv not mtludad 

C - Mtdical Library includtd- 

D - Mtdical- Library not includtd 

t ♦ Somt f'lrfur 0% titimattd 

F - AV/Mtdia includtd 



-■f^M-dc 



0 •*lXVvH#dWi not includtd 
H Canadian dollar* adiutttd tolKS 

1 : - Branchts no t inc I udtd 
I * ■- ft* a Foothott* fol low lb* Tab Us 1 and 
N/A ...Not evalleblt or not a»»t>licab1t 



( sat tt x t ) 

2 
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v .. • TABLE 2. ..... 

MAIN DATA TABLE - -TWO YE A. Ft COLLEGES 
(In order of Collection size, July 1981) . »' 



INSTITUTIONAL CHARACTERISTICS 



INSTITUTION Footnotes 

■. V 

■ » ■ • 


COUNTRY 




Z 

33 
"«* 
L. 


STUDENT 
ENROLLMENT 
FALL 1981 


Id 

« S3 . 

il 

2 8 


VOLUMES HELD 
JULY 1981 1 


VOLUMES ADDED 
(Gross) 1980-81 


O U) 0 

S £ ■ 

_i w 00 
< 1 

3 UJ 0 
zRc6 


UJ r— 

» 


TOTAL MICROFORM 
;• -UNITS IN LIBRARY 


CURRENT 
. SERIALS. 


>» 
CsJ 


FTE 

s 


F 

ur An 

count 


• 1 ■ ■ '' 


2 


3 


4 


5 


'6 \ 




8 


9 


10 


11 




13 


Vancouver CC H 


CAN 


Pub 


2 


N/A ' 


9,108 


1 


150,566 


13.492 


' 9, 7 


N/A 


4.'70l" 


1,453 


Douglat Col K + 


CAN!' 


Pub ' 


2 " 


N/A 


N/A 


2 


.121.061 ... 


N/A. 


N/A 


N/A '* 


11.736 


.. N/A 


Ricks Col ■ 


. us 


Pri\t." 




N/A 


N/A 


3 


* 110.705 


■ > 4,121 


3,9 


N/A 


15,v734 


742 


Mt Royal Cpi" 4 H 


CAN 


* Pub 


~*i — : 

2 


3,600 


■ N/A 


4 




V 9,377 


10.4 


28 


91,500 , 


1,153 


Cap'Tiano Col H 


CAN 


Pub- 


2 


N/A 


3^657 


. 5 


86,724. . 


. N/A u 


. N/A 


N/A 


3.262 


N/A 


Shoreline CC' * 


US 


Pub 


2 


4,483 


*7,301 


6 


" 82. 149* 


2,641 


3.3 

: s— 


18 


7.883 


733 


. DAr^ 1 anrl CC * ■ 


us 


Pub 


2 


15,425 * 


88,4l! 


7 


71,321 


2,190 


3.1 


5 ' 


14.262 


624 


Okanagao Col ^ H #■ 


CAN- 


Pub 


2 


N/A 


3,169 


■ 8 


70,152 ■ 


N/A • 


N/A 


N/A 


.1.704 


; *N/A 


S Alb Inat of Tech \\ 


CAN. 


Pub 


2 


5,300 


- 40,000 


9 


68,408 


4.352 


6.7 


* 13 


8. 102 


1,439 


High line CC * 


US 


Pub 


2 


5,221 


9,707 


10 


66,984 . 


3,432 


5.3 


13 


4.050 ' 


600* 


Taconja CC E G 


us ■ * 


Pub 


2 


3.266 


. 6,490 


11 


"66,064 _ 


. 1,339 


2.1 


20 


8,103 


513 


Selkfrk Col H 


" ■ CAN 


. !--*.* Pub . 


2 .■ 


N/A 


1,590 


12 


64, $80. 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A - 


1.1U8 


V N/A 


Ska^git Valley Col .,. + 


us ■ 


Pub 


2 


2,612 


N/A ' 


• 13 


59,528 


1.826 




' 23 


3.095 


495 


Col of New Caledonia ■ H 




Pub 


2 ' " 


' N/A 


2.440. 


- 14 


59,37,9 


( N/A 


N/A 


N/A 
1 


1 . 1 79 


■ . N/A 


Mt Hood CC 


us *' 


Pub- 


2 


5,590 


9,804 


15 


59,297 


2,967 .* 


5.3 


11 


119 


370 


Cariboo Col ' ; j " f ' H 


CAN 


Pub 




N/A 


2,928. 


16 


59,091^ 


N/A * 


N/A 


N/A 


* 1.300 


N/A 


■ S%at;ci.e: • Cent ta pC/: i v i£v*i* '"-S 


/US 


1 Pub 


■ ? 


■ 5,030 


7,548 


17 


55,456 


1,989 


3.7 


11 


20.982 


676 


MaloBj^nal-.CoLVu**" !■ . " H ' 


CAN- 


.:. pub . , 


■ 2* 


N/A 


3.377 


18 


54.736 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


V 5,064," 


555 


Col of "S Idaho 


US - 


Pub 


2 


1,955 


3,025 


19 


52.666 


1.927 


3i6 


27 


51.618 


. 390 


' Lane CC . .•»'"'"*" F + 


US 


Pub 


2 


2,964 


7.965 ' 


20 


52.326 


2.777 ' 


5.4 


18 


75,000 T$ 


Vl24 


: Olympic Col • » F + 


US' 


Pub . 


2 .' 


4/139 


9,456 . 


21 


52,139 


' 1.996 


4°,0 


> 13 


3.567- m% 


5*39 


SW Oreg CC * " "v + 


us 


Pub ''••<' 


.....•"2 


467 


2.318 


22 


49.791 


2,285 


4,7* 


107 


1,650 


497 


" — 

Evoret t CC „ 


US 


Pdb 


2 


3; 758 


N7A 


23 


49.44J 


1,376 


2,fl° 
\ 


13 


4,637 


559 


Cheraeketa CC g 


us 


Pub 


.2 


/ 1,787 


11.672 


24 


48.467 


3.390 


7.r 


27 


350 


1,051 


• Bellevue F 


us . 


. Pub 


2 


4.097 


9.287 


25 


• 47.544 


1.250* 


2,7 


0 12 


26.27J8 


S78 


Medicine Hat Col F H + 


r/«CAN:j.'. 


Pub 


2. 


...546"-" 


1,508 


26 


46,017 


2,652 


6.1 


84 


N/A 


• 620 . 


Clackamas CC 


. .us . 


Pub 


2 


1.149 


' 10,220 


27 


4S.406 


2.364 


5,4 


40 


25 .'5 79 ^ 


N/A> 


Ump^ua CC 


f.US •'. ■' 


■ Pub 


2 


619 


4,625 


28 


. 45.214 


1,323 


3.0 


73 


2.215 


425 


Fraaer Valley Col ' H 


CAN .- 


Pub^ 


2 


N/A 


1,934 


29 


44.568 


N/A m . 


N/A 


N/A 


13.506 


N/A 


Spokane Falls CC 


US 


Pub' 


2 ■ 


— y. 

■ , N/A ' 


N/A 


30 


43.187 


3,484 


8.4 


N/A 


19.091 


.867 


Columbia. Basin CC 


us 


Pub 


2 


' 4.019 


8.200 


31 


f. 41,^70 ^ 


2,784 


7.1 


10 


12.8Q2 


391 


Craya Harbor Col , 


us 


Pub 


, - 2 


1,241 


2,038 


32 


' 41,240 


. 1,230 


2.9 


33 . 


364 1 


423 


CamoBun Col H- 


CAN 


■ Pub \ 


2 


N/A 


3.988 


33 


40.279 


N/A 


N/A 


* N/A- 


1.170 


494 


Linn-Behton CC 


■-US , 


Pub 


2.s 


. 5.298 


13,000 


34 


39.988 


1,985 


5.0 


8 


12,310- 


459 


Blue Mtn CC % 


us>' 


Pub 


2 


.420- • 


N/A - 


35 


38,647 


2,023 


* 5.5 


92 . 


3.456 -.. 


' 433 


Big Bend CC E 


\ us 


. Pub " 


2 


• ■ iviii ' 


2.313 


36 


38.340 


1.290* 


3.5 


34 


N/A 


325 


Anonymous 8 t . ' H 


CAN 


Pub 


• "2 


.2.200 


1,900 


.37 


38.198 


2.449 


6.9 


17_ 


5,783 


417 


Clark Col " + 


US 


Pub 


2 


4,901 


9.413 


38 


37.621 


1.302 


3.4 


8 


N/A * 


494 



COLLECTIONS 



.A - Law Library included 
B -.Law Library hot included 
C - 'Medical Library included 
D - Medical Library not included 
E - Some f lfiures estimated 
T - AV/Me'dia included 



G - AV/Media. na\\ inc t ud ed 

H - Canadian 'dol'lars 1 adjusted to U.S. (see text) 
I - Br anc'hes .'not . inc t uded 

+ - See F6oth ! b.tes' fo| lowing Tables i and 2 
-N/A - Not avai tab J e or, not applicable 
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TABLE 2 (Continued) 
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INTERLIBRARY 
LOANS 




EXPENDITURES 




PE 


RSONr 


IEL (F 


TE)' 


■■■/■■ V, 


v 


LOANED 


BORROWED - 


NET LOANED 


111 < 

IS 

o in 


4 

tn w ' 

a| 

Pr° °" 
in *S 2 


TOTAL MATERIALS 
& BINDING 


LIBRARY HATERIALS 

EXP. AS % OF 

TOTAL OPERATING EXP. 


TOTAL LIBRARY 

OPERATING 

EXPENDITURES 


% PROF. STAFF 

: _ — ■'• ap 


• 

u. 

1* 

±. : 

o 
z 


PROF. STAFF AS * 
■OF TOTAL STAFR 
(Excl. Students) 


Sr 

1/) 
< 

.;/• 


; ' • •': H: 

% 






15 


16- 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 






24 


/26 


; • ^ 




2,097 


1 ,685 


. - 412 


N/A ■ 


N/A" 


4- 




1 085 429 




28. 0^ 


39.1 

^ 


> 11.5 






1,615 


1,148 


467 


N/A 


. N/A 






■ 1 1 14 968 


11,0 


29.0 


27.5 J? ■ 


N/A 






'383 


612 


-229 


2,3,832 


35.8 


66 654 


8 7 


766 519 ' 


11.0 


16.0 


40^/ 


19.9 






535 


483 


5? 


' N/A 


NA 




34,, 5 




7^0 


.28.0 


26.O 


3.8 






456 


203 


253 


.H/A 


N/A 






549 016 


•* 4,5 


15.3 


/ 22.7 


N/A ' 






320 


338 


'18 


13,'897 


.45.8 






63 362 * 


6.0 


is.oy 


28,6 


4.0 






131 


223 


-92 


33,750 


50.4 




0 9 * 


712 90O ^ 


6.0 


' 22./ 


21.2 


6.9 




« v 


473 


' 342' 


. % 131 


N/A 


N/A 




16 9 


552 519 


4,5 


1>^8 


18.5 


N/A 




$ . 


195 


167 


28 


60,448 


28.2 




32 .3 


664 068 


7.0 




25.5 > 


5.3 






10 


472 


-462 ■ 


16.300 


38.0 




12.9 


' 333 305 


5,5- 


/ 8.0 


40.7* 


1.0 ■«* 






400 


376 


i r 


11,411 ' 


56.1 


20 000 


10.0 


200 00O. 


3.0 / 
1— 


4.0 


42.9 


3.0 




* 


628 


354 


274 


N/A 


> N/A 


' — 3 — 686 T — 


16 0 


247,319 


3.0" 


7,0 


30.0 


N/A 






729 


672 


57 


7.500 


35.7 


21 000 


8.9 


2 35.122 


/.5 


4.8 


48.4 
4 — 


3.8 






1,672 


' 1,485 ■? 


187 


N/A 


N/A 


70 506 


19,0 


369,585 


/ 5.0 


7.0 


41.7 


N/A 


■ ,. ■ 




26 


81 


-55 


11,956 


24.6 


48,615 


14.6 






7.7 


27.4 


8.2 






'979 


84S 


134 


N/A 


N/A 


81,916. 




432 636^ 


4.0 


9.0 


30.8 


N/A 






91 


69 


22 


17.101 . 


50.3 


34,001 


13,9 - 






10.0 


34.6 


25.0 






528 


163 


365 


N/A 


N/A 






557,876 




15.3 


28.2 


N/A , 






723 


707 


l * 


• 9.140 


2S..7 . 


31,897 % 






2,0 


10 V Q 


16.7 


1.0 






-%03 


86 


317 


10,298 


1^.4 


53,000 . 


.13.6 


■/ 389,402 


5.0 


8.0 


38.5 


6.4 






6 


170 ' 


-164 


16,765 


' 8312 


20,143 


6.3 


/ 320,510 


5.4 


5.5 


49.4 


6.1 






669 


s 1,063 




7,92) 


34\3 


23,104 


11.6 / 


198,326 


3.0 


4.0 


42.9 


4.0 






100 


251 


,3-151 


17.287 


85.|i - 


20,184 • 


w 


423,321 


5.0 


9.0. 


' 35.7 


4.8 






3S8 


1.228 


-870 


20,546 


37.b 


54,556 




75.102 


7,0 


15.0 


31,8 


3.0 


1 .... .■•=• 




372 


198 


174 


20,350 


86.^ ' 


23,507 


/«•' 


502,085 


6,3 


10.0 


38.7 


' 2 » 4 






0 


55 


-55 


16.975 


40. 8^ 


41.573 




205,769 


, 1.0 


8.0 


11.1 


0.0 






341 


255 


86 


23,560 


60.4 


J . 39.007 / 


16.4 


237,235 


. 3.2 


6.0 


34.8 


4.1 






161 


111 


» 5*0 


6,000 


26,0 




17.8 ' 


129,585' 


2.0 


2.5 


■ 44.4 


|1.2 






381 


290 


r 

91 


N/A 


N/A 


61»668 


15.3 


403,789 


4.0 


10.5 


27.6 


N/A 






N/A „ 


N/A " 


N/A 


31,514 


69.5 


45,367 


33.7 


134,638 


6.0 


6.0 


50.0 


7.0 






169 


193 


-24 


» 10,238 


14.8 


/69,332 


18.1 


383,065 


3.0 


6.4 


31.9 


3*3 




a" 


47 


43 


4 


9,274 


27.0 


/ 54,302 


^ 23.6 


145,169 


. " . Ii7 


2.4 


41.3 " 


0,5/ 






482 


235 


247 


N/A 


N/A 


/ . 51,579 


13.5 


382,830 


3.0 


12.5 


19.4 


N/A ' 






209 


*253 


-44 


11.081 


33.7 


32,859 


10.4 


316,458 


4.0 


9.5 


29.6 


2.0 






"447 


404 


* 43 


9,614 


25.6 , 


36,526 


28.5 


131, 765 


2.5 


2.8 


47.6 


0.8 


*' ' '. ;• " 




, 50 


350 


-300 


11,465 


34.8/ 


32.94S 


23.8 


138,521 


1.0 , 


3.5 


22.2 


1.0 






8 » 


220 ^ 


-212 


15,199 


11.4 


133,412 


46.3 


288,02 7 


'2.0 


8.0 


20.0 


1.0 






10 


38S 


-375 


, 10,581 


.A 


' 28,601 


18.7 - 


153,084 


2.6 


3.4 


43.3 


0.6 





A - Law Library included . j 

B - Law LibraVy not Included 
C - Medical Library included 
D - Medical Library not included 
E Some figures estimated 
F - AV/Media included 



ijC - AV/Media not included 
K - Canadian dollars adjusted to U.S. (see text) 
■I - Branches not Included 
+ See Footnotes following Tables 1 and 2 
K/A— Not available or not applicable 
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J TABLE, 2 

MAIN DATA TABLE - TWO YEAR COLLEGES' 

(In order of Collection 'size, July 1981) 








INSTITUTIONAL CHARACTERISTICS 






1 


COLL 


ECTI^ 


>NS 






INSTITUTION ' Footnotes 


>- 

CC 


PRIVATE • 


AINfl/J 


STUDENT * 
ENROLLMENT - 
FALL 1981 


(/) 

• z 
o 


S HELD * 
981 ' 


sl 
Is 

\|| 


ANNUAL GROWTH 
RATE (Gross) 
1980-81 


fife 


>- 

fig . 

o »-< 

DC -J 

u 


RENT ' 
IALS 


COUN" 


PUBLIC/I 


> 

u 

>» 

CM 


FTE 


HEAD 
COUNT 


RANK BY 
COLLECTI 


. " VOLUME 
JULY 1 


volume 

FTE SI 


TOTAL M 
UNITS I 


CURI 
SER 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 




8 


1 9 


10 


Tl 


12 


13 


Gcoen River CC 


E G 


us 


Pub 


2 


3, 744 


- 6,561 


39. 


' 36,043 




3,7 


10 


2,047 


450 


Peninsula Col 


us 


Pub 


2 


1,051 


2,658 


40 


34,883 


1 682 


5,0 


33 


1,165 


362 


Clatsop CC 


us 


Pub 


2 


293 


2,463 


41 


34,823 




5,6 


119 


2,806 


575 


Ft Steilacoon CC* 


F 


us 


Pub 




N/A 


N/A 


^2 


34,609 




6.3 . 


N/A 


8,447 


314 


^Seattle C£ . 






Pub 


2 


4,571 


8,885 


43 


34,567 


1 476 


4,5 


8 ' 


2,482 


353 


Central Oreg CC 


E 


us 


Pub 


2 


N/A 


N/A 


44 


33,700. 


■ 1,ltq0 ■ 


3.6 


N/A 


7,520 


420 


Walla Walla CC ., 


F 


us 


Pub 


2 


2,280 


4,287 


45 


33,463 


1,056 


3,2 


15 


3,732 •"- 


303 


Grande Prairie Reg'l Co} ■ 


, G H 


CAN 


Pub 


2 


1,100 


1,600 


46 


.32,170 


3,774 


13.1 


29 


12,948 


* 605 


N Idaho Col . . 


US 


Pub 


2 . 


N/A 


N/A 


47 


31, 72* 




4,5 


N/A 


2,261 


■ 414 * 


* ■ 

Ketchikan CC 


us/ 

r 


Pub 


2 


N/A 


N/A 


48 . 


31,293 


2,516 


6.7 


N/A 


207 * 




Camrose Lutheran Col 


H 


CAN 


Priv 


2 


528 


624 


49 , » 


31,000 


r , 2,984 


LP, 6 


59 


4,725 




Centralia CC 


F 


us 


7 

Pub 


2 


1,958 


5,484 


50 


30,974 


1,043 - 


3,4 


16 .'■ 


77 


L : A 


Treasure Vlly CC 


us 


0 Pub 


- 2 


300 


2,050 


51 


■ 29,074 




4.3 


97 


1,013 




Wenatchee Vlly Col > 


I 


us 


Pub 


2 


1,594 


2,973 


52' 


28,197 


1 ,221 


. 4.5 


, 18 


1W-- 


/ - 396 


Lower Coluab Col 


us 


' Pub 


2 


2,030 


4,500 


53 


26,093\ 


931 


3.6 


13 k 


5,544- / 


350 


Keyano Col 


H 


"can 


Pub 


2 


520 


1 ,200 j 


54 


25,796 


7 ,496 


41.0 


50 


453.*' 


265 


Edmonds CC 


F 


us 


Pub, 


2 


J, 526 


' 6,891 


55 


25,096 




7,r 


7 


4,^75 


445 


Rogue CC 


C 


us 


Pub 


' 2 


486 


3,023 - 


56 


24,092 




13.4 


'50 


y,694 


246 ' 


Spokane CC 


EI 


us 


Pub 


2 


4,380 


6,418 


57 


23,127 


°2 246 


^io.z 


5 


• f 659 


604 


Northern Lights Col 


H 


CAN 


Pub 


■ 2 


N/A 


901 


.58 


22', 829 « 




N/A 


N/A 


"V 2.063 - 


N/A . 


Fairview Col 


H 


CAN 


Pub 


2 


450 


450 


59 


21,700 


?> M2 ' 


15.6 


48 * 
v— 


1,200' 


375 


Concordia .Col, Edmtn 


H 


CAN 


♦ Priv 


2 


271 


302 


60 


19,854 




3,6 


73' 


11,000 


188 


S SeattleTC 


US 


Pub 


2 


2,594 


3,834 


61 


19,299 




10.5 


/ 7 


11,049 


366 


Northwest CC, BC 


H 


CAN 


Pub 


2 


N/A, 


1,026 


62 


15,938 




N/A 


'* N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


Lakeland Cal 


H I 


CAN 


Pub 


2 • 


628 


N/A 


63 


15,812 


N/A 


n/a/ 


25 


4^200 


405 


Dawson CC , 


E 


US 


Pub 


2 


340 


608 


64 


■15,358 




Z/6 


* 45 


19,000 


213 


Kenai Peninsula CC , 


US 


Pub 


2 


455 


1.042 ■' 


65 


14,851 


1 217 


*8,9 


33 


6,140 


201 


Kuskokwim Consortium, AK 


\ + 


US * 


Pub 


2 


104 


40S 


66 


13,085 




20. 5 


126 


* N/A 


195 


Matanuska-Susitna CC 


us 


Pub* 


2 


265 


981 


67 


12,948 


801 


6.6 


49 


5,236 


. 104 


Miles CC 


us . 


Pub 


2 


610 


tff91 


68 


12,763 


990 


8.3 


21 


' 30,000 


209 


Flathead' Vlly CC 


+ 


us 


Pub 


2 


N/A 


N/A 


69 


10,962 


653 


6.2 


N/A 


0 


93 


Pacif Vocat Inst 


H 


CAN 


Pub 


2 


2,347 


2.347 - 


70 


10,269 


N/A 


N/A 


8 


128 


N/A 


Whatcom CC 


E 


US 


Pub 


2 


912 


7,479 


- 71 


10,030 


30 


0.3 


11 


N/A 


125 


Olyopia Tech CC 


US 


Pub 


2 


1,504 


3,413 ^ 


72 


9,849 


1,155 


13,3 


7 


15,778 


176 


Northwest CC. AK 


US 


Pub 


2 


.35 


209 


*. 73 


8,000 


l,J)0O 


14,3 


229 


N/A 


96 


Emily Car r Col 


H 


CAN 


Pub 


2 


N/A 


S40 


74 


6,922 


' "N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 
t . 


N/A 


Pacif Marine Trn Inst 


H 


'can 


Pub 


2 


83 


83 


75 


2^417 


N/A 


N/A 


29 


20 


N/A 



A - Law Library included 

B* - Law Library not included 

C - Medical wtibrary included 

D - Medical Library not included 

£ - Some figures estimated 

F - AV/Media . included *\ 



G - AV/Media not included 

H - Canadian dollars adjusted to U.S. (see te*£) 
I - Branches not included 

+ - See Footnotes following Tables 1 and 2 
N/A - Not available or not applicable 
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TABLE 2 (Continued) 



INTERLIBRARY 
LOANS 



EXPENDITURES 



PERSONNEL (FTE) 



1 

1 • 


BORROWED 

* 


NET LOANED 


CURRENT 
: SERIALS 


• 

ess 

!3S . 


TOTAL MATERIALS 
& BINDING 


a! . 

CO ^ 

—J 

S z 

a ' • 

I'd' 
goTfS 

_J LJ 


TOTAL LIBRARY 
OPERATING -\" 
EXPENDITURES 


1 

• 

O 1 

y 


NON-PROF. STAFF 


L. _ 

< lL C 

k In 3 
< 

h j 1/) 
in < 

• 0 — 

Lu H U 

O . X 
iy ti lit 

a. 0 v- 


%n : 1 

1 

<n 1 

< . 1 '. 

I I 

i 1 . 
1/ 




15 


. 16 


17 % 


18 


19 


20 


21 




23 


24- 


25 I 


| 22 


365 


— 343 




83.7 


20,720 


10.5 


196,785 


4,0 


2.0 


66.7 , 


5.0 "| 


1 






8 288 


47.1 


. 17,587 


11.3 


155,007 


1.1 


3.0, . 


27.1 


— * 1 


| .294 * • 


(642 


»348 




35.4. 


21 , 261 


12.1 


176,013 


3,0 


2.5 ' 


54.5 


4.0. - | 




\22 






23.0 


34,568 


9.7 


357,000 


4.0 / 


12.0 


25,0 ' 




[' .152 


93 


59 


8 , 8*07' 


N/A ; : 


32,378 


7.9 


. r — 

408,921 


5.0 . 


8.5' ; 


37.0 


A,i 1 


1 25 


242 


*— 2 1 7 




27.2 


4^16,993 


14.5 


117,031 


2.0 •/ 


■ 2.5 ; 


44. 4 v 


N/A 1 


1 t 
171 


104 


67 


16,000 


12.7 


125,771 


' 34,2 


367.254 


' 2,4 


4 5;0" 


32.4 


0,5 1 


1 26 


86* 


-60 




37.1 


49,4 15 


27.8 


177,601 ■ 


* 2.0 


6.0 ' 


25.0 


1 


17 


166 


—149 • 


|^ 


16.8 


61,864 


46.8 


132,113 


2.0 


4.0 


3*3.3 


0.0 1 


1 .82 


28v 


54 


2^075 


10,9 


19,106 .. 


19.8 


96 .,580 


1.0 


1.0 


50.0 


9.0 1 ' 


| N/A 


N/A 




5,077 


9.7 


52,339 


44.7 


117,215 


1.0 




22.2 


1.0 1 


| 69 


54 


— 7—— 

15 


■ 7 645 


30.4 


25,132 


.16.4 


. 153,534 


2.0 ' 


3.0 


.40.0 


3.0 ' | 


1 17 


141 


* -124 




20.1 


■ 2*3,000 


21.5 


- 107,140 


, 3.0 


1.5 


66.7 


0.5. 1 


1 777 


622 


155 * 


8,500 


49.2, 


17 285 


8.8 


195,388 


• 2,4 


1.3 


■ 64.9 


3.0 J 


1 v 0 


808 


-808 




18.3 


42,925 


*26.9 

i 1 


159,321 


2.5 


4.0 


38,5 


-— — 1 


1 48 


121 


-73 


6, 713 


. 7.6 ' 


88, 660 ' 


19.0 


467,028 


1.0- 


12.0. 


7.7 


. 2.0 |' 


1 198 


209 






• 

22.1 


• 52,000 


16.4 


" 376,655 


3.8 


,8.0 


32.2 


\c 


1 10 


503 




4 ,436 


19.0 ^ 


23,365 


15.9 


146,700 •' 


1.0, 


. 3.0 


25.0 


0.3 | 


1 516 


237 


279 


16,000 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


358,774. 


4.0 


.7.8 


33.9 . 


0.4 ; J 


| 531 


499 


32 


N/A 


N/A. 


34,321 


17.5 


195,862 a 


3.0 


3.0 


50.0 '.' 


N/A '1 


1 44 


11 


33 


9,409 


15.1 


62,490 


37.6 


166,390 


* 1.0 


5.0 


16.7 


0.0- 1 


1 N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


5,404 


87.7 


6,164 


8.3 


74,551 


1.0 


2.0 


33.3 


0.5 1 


1 73 - 


* 

145 


-72 


9,500 


36,4 


26,084 


' 10.1 


257 , 758 


■ 5.0 


6.0 


. 45.5 


2.0 | 


| 533 


500 


33 


N/A 


N/A 


8 V 444 


4.9 


171,215 


1.0 


5.0 


16.7 


N/A | 


1 2 


29 


3 

-27 


1 4 . 354 


20.5 * 


70.084 


58.2 


, 120,4*09 


1.0 


3.5 


22,2 


01 l 


I 5 


35 


-30 


6,518 


'43.3 


15.070 


41.2 


' 36,594 




0.5 


66.7 


1.0 1 


1 36 


47 


-11 


4.446 


24.9 


' 17,874 


18.5 


96,826 


1.0 


1.0 


50.0 


0.0 1 


1 10 


191 


-181 


3.746 ' 


7.4. 


50,859 


40.6 


125,365 


2.0 


2,0 


50. 0 


0.0 I 


1 9 


320 


-311 


1,147 


5.2 


' 21.856 


20 2 


108,054 


2,0 


1 .0 


66.7. 


0.0 1 


I 100 


87 


13 


5,156 


14.9 


34,558 


50.8 


68,058 


1.0 


2.0 


33.3 


N/A « | 


1 3 


12 


-9 


1,100 


94.4 


1,165 


15.4. 


7,580 


1.0 


1.0 


50.0 




1*119 


105 


14 


N/A 


. N/A 


62.484 


21.9 


285,049 


2.0 


, 9.5 


17.4 


• N/A • | 


1 126 


511 


-385 


3.600 


30.3 


1 1 ,900 


1 8 ' 5 


140.348 


• 2.0 


3.5 


36.4. , 


0.8 | 


I 94 


515 


-421 


4.011 


• 11.4 


35,179 


J 22.8 


154,412 


1.6 


2.0 


44.4 




1 N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


I • N/A 


N/A 


0.0 


0.4 


0.0 


0.0 1 


1 15 


4 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


57,747 


43.3 


133,353 


1.0 


4.0 


20.0 


N/A | 


1 N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


' N/A 


N/A 


18,029 


58.0 


30,550 


0.0 , 


1.0 


0.0 


N/A - 1 



V 



A - Law Library included * 

B - Law Library not included 

C - Medical Library included 

D - Medical Library not included 

E -"Some figures estimated 

T - AV/Med ia inc I uded 



G, -;. A.V/ Media not included 

Canadian dollars adjusted to U.S. tsee 
T'- Branches not included 

+ - See Footnotes following Tables 1 and 2 
N/A -Not available or - not applicable 
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INDIVIDUAL INSTITUTIONS 
Alberta - most institutions 

»*. * 
Anonymous 1 

Boise St U 

City College - (Seattle) 



XI ark Col lege 
Doujglas Col lege 



piathead Valley CC 
Kuskokwim Consortium 



Medicine Hat College 

" Montana State U 
' Olympic Col lege 

Pacific U 



FOOTNOTES TO TABLES 1 AND 2 .' < 

> 

Most institutions in Alberta noted sub- 
stantial developmental grants above 
their regular budgets. 

"On Campus* 1 enrol lment only. 

M 1 c rof o rms cdun t ■ does not 1 nc 1 ude 
government documents. Total operating 
costs include $98,351 in federal work 
study. . 

' "City Col lege Is decentral Ized. Hav-r 
ing no campus, it conducts Instruc- 
tion at sixteen locations Jn two , 
states and two co&ntrlps. At this ' 
time, It has no 1 Ibrary as such. Al- 
though It purchases books and periodi- 
cals, library services In support of 
?ts ^curriculum are made available 
through "compensated agreements with 
local publ Ic, academic, and county 
law libraries. 11 $8,100 in funds 
given to cooperating libraries. No 
in-house $ listed. * V 

Serials data includes only' periodicals. 

In April 1981 Douglas College/ spl It ' 
into two institutions: Douglas Col- I 
lege and Kwantlen Col lege. The fig- 
ures reported are for th£^ combined 
institution. / a -y^ 

Joint operation as a county library. * 
Figures presented do not reflect ^ 
operating costs of entire library." 

The library serves both pGblic and 
college.; Tbtal budget is $181,M0, of 
which $125,365 comes from the college. 
One of the two professionals serves 
exclusively ais village .1 Ibrarian. 
Includes* branches to the extent 
possi ble. 

a Includes ^extension nursing libraries. 

Approximately 33% of the total budget 
is for media. 

Total operating expenditure? do not 
include $16,000 in gifts and grants. 
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Simon Fraser U . fc v 
Skagit Valley College • / 

SW Oregon CC* . ' 

U of Alaska, Fairbanks* 

U of Alaska Inst of Marine Sci 
U of Britlteh Columbia 

U of Puget Sound 
U of Victoria 
U of Washington 

Washington St U 4 
Wi 1 lamette U ; 



See U of British Columbia, below.; 

- Includes branches to the extent 
possible. , 

$17,872 in federa-f wb.rk study in- 
/ eluded Hn to$al expenditures. 

*\ Due to author error the data from 
this 1 Ibrary was left gut fcf rtbst 
calculations presented in this 
• report. . 

, y See U of Alaska, Fairbanks.* s , , ■ 

Data b^sed upon AprI 1 -March fiscal 
year. ■.Enrollment data ts 1980; 

Seattle Campus not Included. 

See U of British Columbia, above. 

Items loaned include- "total trans- 
actions against the col lection, 11 „ 
* including PNBC's use of their 
fcol lection. 

Fringe benefits excluded from 
total operating expenditures. S C 

Twenty ljnear feet of microforms 
not included in central library 
microforms count. 
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PART II : ANALYSIS OF SELECTE? VARIABLES 



The analyses presented In this section/of the report " ierc iy/. e P re ^ nt . a 
cross^ectlon of those possible. Each Insti tution wt lyndoubtedly be • 
most ?n teres ted In making sped flc .comparisons wt th th«/se they perceive 
to be their peers. -' / „ , ' > 

Some .of the calculations were performed 1 us Wdata not »^l u ded In the 
main data tables. The sheer quantity of raw data and other f gu res . 
derived In the analysl Sj process prphibl ted 1 the Inclusion of al 1 the data. 

The 'tables and the accompanying observations are generally presented In 

the order of the survey questionnaire; ,.. , 

• • : - ..... ./ -.1 ' ' ? 

A, Col lections 

/ ... % . • ■ 

. ••/; B. Personnel ■ 

• / \ * C. Expenditures .'. \ " 

D. Jnterlibrary Lending and Borrowing 
• . • / •* , 1 ■ ' . ■ 

The complete. citation of the-ACRL and ARL studies refer red to in many 
df the tables wl/l be found In Part VIII ^ BjUlography, The ARL report 
Is ah annual survey of the academical brarieFwhich are members of the 
Association of Research Libraries. The ACRL ^port^is a ^one- time pur- 
vey of ninety-eight non-ARL universi tyl ibraries,, reported in the ARL 
format. , ' "* 

Several .tables Were computed In the absence of /data from many British • 
Columbia institutions. > 




J* 
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A. COLLECTIONS • 

' - * 



To begin with, a sense of perspeCt/lve Is necessary. Rather than limit 
all calculations to Pacific Northwest/ Inst rt ut ions only, occasional com- 
parisons are drawn between-the findings of this survey and the findings 
of broader-based efforts. The folloVjng table will be most useful for 
providing those new to the Northwest a^ea re r sense of scale. 



TABLE 3 



Total Volumes Hel* by All Academic Libraries in the 
Pacific Northwest, July 1981 ~A Comparison with California 



: : _ Ck 

■f 

Type of Library * 


Volumes Held 


No ^Reporting 


Univ and Four Year " 


20,753,621 


"55 


TWo Year 


3,038,208 


73 


Schaol and Miscellaneous . 


. 399.378 


6 


Combined 


24,191,207 


134 



> California Academic Libraries, 19Q0 43,255,757 

libraries responding from Alaska, Alberta, British Columbia,' Idaho, 
Montana, Oregon and' Wash in g ton.* 



2 California Library Statistics and Directory 1981 , published by. the 
California State Library, 1981. (Pages of greatest relevance: 
12, 50-51.) 

OBSERVATIONS ' • 

* All academic libraries responding from the five states and" two 
provinces in the PNLA region hold only 56* of the number of volumes 
as dotheir peer Institutions in California alone. 

* The 1982 World Almanac lists the population of California 0980 
census) as 23,668^562 and the combing populations of the PNLA 
region as 13,7-16,832. The* PNLA region has 57-9% the population 
of California, a striking parallel between people and volumes.. 



TABLE 4 

j - ' 

U.S. /Canadian Differential in Mean Volumes 
Held by Libraries at Two Year Colleges 



Mean Volumes Held 


* 57 U.S. ' 


16 Canadian 


Combined average 


•two; year colleges 


two year colleges 


for 73 2 year colleges 


37,158 


57,514 


41,619 



1 



OBSERVATIONS 

* The typical Alberta or British Columbia two year college library 
. is likely to have a volume count 55% greater (or 20,000 volumes) 
than its Northwest U.S. ^counterparty - 



TABLE *t 

' ' i 

Library Holdlngi tomti l»r All lnititvtloni Confuted by Typi of Initltutlon 

' J 



lloldl^l Category 




■ -r-~— 1 

Typi o( Institution 




« / 


Unlv 
(19 retorting) 


Four yiir public 
(16 riportlng) 


Jour ytir prlwti 
•^21 rtportlni) 


Two yur 


i 

htonn Volumai Held, July 1981 


. 905,106 


no, do 


106,503 


41,619 ' 


Median Annual Growth Rate (Cron), 
1980-1981 


3,61 


4,41 




J,« 


Mean Current Serbia Subscriptions 


10,928 


2,210 


783 


' ' 436 


Mean Number of Volunee Held Per 
. Student (HE) 


87 


62 1 


♦ 

122 


36 



Excluding four aeparately reported Uw Libraries, one anonynoue ilicellmioue library, md otheti with ineufflclwt 
data, available to perform a particular calculation. Also excluding the, U of Alsika, Fairbanks becauee of author error, 



OBSERVATIONS 1 

* The' average' university collection Is U times the size of the average fdur year public college 
collection, r " •'•> 

* The average collection size for four year public colleges Is almost double that of private four 

year colleges, A ' , , 

' * Two year colleges haveihe Klghest growth rate of any category, while universities have the low- > 

est, 'Four year public college libraries are growing at a rate it above those of private colleges., 
; * While private colleges appear to be behind thelr,public counterparts in collection size and growth, 
' and series subscriptions, they; have, about double the volumes per student as do their public 

counterparts, ' • W > u 

* Two year colleges trail all other categories in the number of volumes per student, despite the 23 

use of FTE enrollment figures, ' 



FRir 



I 



TMI1 1 

Uhnry HnMlfiM.for four Yw Cut Urm md UnlwiUlM 1 



» liuldlnm CaWgury 




Niimbtr tit M*nd (FTI) 








til ^P°ii^ll 




MQK»M 

(UfltsiUsi) 


i.ixhm.w 


10,000 ♦ 


Ln VttluMi IU Id, July 1911 






211,01) 


Ml.MJ 


1,221,2/4 


Nidi in Annual Growth Rate (Gr«e*) 
" IWMI 




i 


1.21 




1,01 


) 

Main Currant Striate Bubecriptlone 


A * W 




2,110 


6, MS • 


21,122 


H*«n Nuibir of VoIumi per Student 

• m 


,V ')in 


1) 


?) 




«2 



— X 



2, 



Data (or Law Schooli reporting Independent of m^ln libraries are not Included, 
No Univariate* fall In the enrollment category for Inititutlona under 1,000 FTR, 



OBSERVATIONS ' 

* i 

*' t positive linear relationship exists between the size of the student enrollment and both the 
number of volumes held and the number of serials subscriptions at four year colleges and 
universities. 

, * Institutions with the largest enrollments exhibit relatively slower collection growth; 
the inverse Is true for smaller-enrollment Institutions, The only exception to an otherwise 
. linear relationship (the larger the enrollment, the lower the rate of collection growth) Is 
In the 5,000 - 9,999 FTE enrollment category. . 
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TABU J » 







NwUi til 8litd»Hll WW 






* 


(}^ («(h>M|h|) 


(lljfjflftlng) 




1,000 * 


All J M» 


* * 
Him VuluMM ll*N/ July IMI 


»,*> 


11, 




»0,M 

« 




MUn Aiiiuml Umlh (tir^t) 
UDO HI ' 


MI 












Ml 


ho 


' in 






H#<m Numhir of Voluwu |'tr Studtnt 

Crre) 




M 




10 





4 



'(Uj Tibl« 1 (or rtwpurlllwi of nil two y»*r liulltitUoni with four y««r rn||t|M »nd unlvfultlit. 



OBSERVATIONS 

* As with the four year colleges and universities, a positive linear relationship exists be twill 
the size of th| enrollment and both the size of the collection and the number of serials 
subscriptions. '!' 

* A curvilinear relationship exists between the FTE student enrollment and the rate of collec- 
tion growth. The higher rate of growth Is present at the smallest and largest Institutions, J 
while k» sags in the middle-size Institutions. 

* A negative linear relationship exists between the size of the enrollment and the number of 
volumes per student. ' 

* While Table 5,showed two year colleges to be far behind four year collets and universities In 
terms of volumes per student, this relationship holds true In the extreme for two,year college 
with FTE enrollments of "2; 5.00 and above. y , * 

» * The collection growth rates vary less according to the size of the enrollment for two year 
^ colleges than they do for four year colleges and universities (comparison with Table 6). 



C<**bln*4 
Collection* 
Growth * 
fUtsft. 
(In 

sarcents) 



1 A 



6,0 

5.0 
4.5 
4.0 
3.5 



3.0 





l*8(Ml 



.period Studied 



ure I. 



Chans* in combined collection's growth ratss 
between oritirul 1970-79 PNLA Survey and the 
19SCM1 Survey, 2 



'cotblnsd colUctionkT^th^t* 1* distj^guishsd tvom the average growth rate 
in Va/t III of this report. 3iaply ,at*te<f, tha fonsar is the rata derived 
when the su* or aU*volus*s addad by ill of on* type of library (e.g., two 
ysar col lsge) is divided by the iim of fell of those libraries' foldings at 
the beginning of tha lurvsy period, Tha latter rats is derived by taking 
in average of each of the rates computed separately for each library over the 
set* period. The. combined "rata is u»ed iecauee that is ths rata aval labia 
froa tne 1978-79 Study. ■ 

2 No Canadian libraries ware included in 1978-79 growth rate coaputation. Al- 
though Albarta libraries are Included, insufficient data precluded Che addi- 
tion of nearly all British Columbia inatitutiona, in 1980-81. Several insti- 
tutions classed aS four year institutions in 1978-79 identified themselves 
es universities in the current survey, 



OBSERVATIONS y 

* Two yiar colleges Increased their lead as the class of library best 
able to Increase the size of thel r col lections, relative to the 

.existing size of their collections. (At 6.2% that Is approximately 
i. 2,580 [added volumes per library as compared with the 28,963 added 

at ttie average university library, despite their collective mean 
growth rate of 3.2!};,) ■ , 

* Two year and publ I c col lege 1 Ibrarles were general ly better able to 
add to their, collections durlhg the period coveredbythe current study. 
Public colleges made the greatest n^d^^th a \% gain overall. 

* Universities generally witnessed .decreased collection growth over the 
period, with universities showing an average decline of 1.7%. 

*vf Private col leges were able to move from fourth place-In growth rate 
■* '!■ to thl replace, surpassing universities. This Is not because of the 
great fortune of prlvat^ col leges, for had the growth rate of the"-; 
universities remained constant, the same relationship would hold, y 



TABLE 8 



1980-81 Library; Collection Growth Kates of Two Year.^o^lleges \ 



Range and Midpoint 



Student Enrollment Categories (FTE) 



*■ . 1 


.1-999 


1.000-2.499 


2.500-5,000 


5,000 + 


All enrollment . 
categories' combined 


" • f 


High ■• * 


41, ol 


13.3% 


, 10.7%/ 


6.7% 


, '. ' 41. 0* 




Median 


6.2% 


> V.' 4.5%. 


4.3% 


,5.2% a 


' 5.3% 




Low • . 

_j Li. 


0.3* 


2.9% ' 


2. IX 


3.1% 


■ : . 0.3% 





'British Columbia libraries excluded. 



SE'RVATIONS • \ -■ 

k The greatest range. in rates occurs In the' lowest enrol 1 men t category (1- 999), while .the 

narrowest range occurs In the highest enrollment category. 
"*■ The lowest growth rate for a two year college library with at least ; 5,000 students (3A%)' 
V was higher than the median growth rate for the colleges and universities with oyer 

10,000 students. - 
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: " TABLE 9 

top Ten Libraries in Terms of the Number of 
Current Serials Subscriptions, 1980-81 



Rank 


: : . . ., TJr 

Library 


Current Serials Subscriptions 


1 


: .u ■ ■ 

TJniv of Washington 


■-.».., 
42,488 ' " 


2 


Washington State Univ 


' 29,900 


3 


Univ of Oregon 


" 20,000 


4 


Oregon State Univ 


18,251 


5. 


ifniv of Alberta 


14,459 


6 


Portland .State Univ 


11,939 


7 , 


Univ of Idaho < * 


11,522 


' 8 


Western \9ashington Univ 


6,333 


9 


Montana State Univ 


6,220 


10 * 


Univ of Montana 


6,050 



insufficient data received to include British Columbia libraries. 




B. PERSONNEL 



• TABLE 10 
Professional Positions, . 1980-fiJl 



Institution 

. * Type 



Univ 

4 yr public 
4 yr private 
2 yr , 



No.*^ 
Reporting 



20 
16 
21 
56 



TOTAL, all ty^es .113 



Filled 



459.35 
109.75 
65.50 
189.43 



824.03 



Vacam 



21 
3 
2 
2 



28- 



Total Positions 

480.35 
112.75 
67.50 
. 191.43 



852.03 



OBSERVATIONS 

* The total number of professional staff vacancies ref&rted by all 
reporting libra?ies for FY 1 980-81 was 28, with 75* occurring in 
universities. • * . 

* * The 21 vacancies out of 480.35 total university professional posi 

tions yield a vacancy rate of 4.6%. , 

* The vacancy rate for the 113 institutions was only 3.3%. 

* University libraries responding average 24.0 professional staff 
positions . 

Four year public colleges average 7.°* 

Four year private col lages average 3*2. • 

Two year' col leges average 3-^ v . 



; " TABLE XX ■ 

Sexual Composition of Prof easional Library Workforce, 







Expressed In 


Percent 






Institutions 
■* Type 


No. 
Reporting 


Professional Staff 


Directors 


X male 


X female 


X male 


X female - 


Univ 


21 


39.6 


60,4 


81.0 


19.0 '.. 


4 yr public 


• 16 


54.4 


45.6 


87.5 , 


12.5 


4 yr private 


22 


38.2 . 


61.8 ' 


/ 59. t 


40.9 


2 yr 1 ' 


6Q, 


49.0 * 


51 r° 


55.0 


45.0 


TOTAL, all typea 


119 


43.6 


56.4 


64.7 


35.3 



OBSERVATIONS, ~ . ' 

* Of the 113 positions listed or filled' in Table 8/ 56.4* are filled 
by women and 43.6* by men. The 1978-79 Higher Education General 
Information Survey (HEGIS) reported in Library Statistics of 
Colleges and Universities (see Beazley, Richard M. in Bibliography) : 
found 66* of academic library professionals in the U.S. to be 
female. This represents a di f ference^of approximately 10*, for 
which no obvious explanation presented" itsel f. < 

■- * v 119 libraries indicated the sex of the library director, or most 
recent d ! rector, if the position was' not filled in the spring of 
1981. While only 43.6* of the employed professional workforce is 
male, 64.7* of the 119 directors .reporting were male. Inversely, 
35. 3* of the directors are female, whereas 56.4* of the workforce 
is female. ' 

* Whi le women, represent approximately 61* of the professional workforce 
in university and four year private col lege l ibraries, only 19* of 
the university libraries', as compared to 41* of the private college 
libraries/are headed- by women. 

* Only four year public college libraries have a preponderance of 
males in their professional staffs. 

. * Only 12.5* of the public 4 four year col lege 1 Ibraries have female 
di rectors . •• ^ 



<*. TABLE 12 

Professional Staff as Percent of Tqtal Staff (Excluding Students) 
A Comparison with ACRL and fiRL Data 



RanRe and Midpoint 


AGRL t 
1979-80 1 


ARL 
1980-81 1 




PNLA 
1980-81 












Univ 


4 yr Pub 


4 yr fxiy 


2 yr 


High 


52% 


52% 


42% 


56% 


100% 


67% 


Medial 


33%* 


*3* ^ 


35% 


36% 


50% 


34% 


Low 


17% 


17% 


21% 


14% 


16% . 


ox 



Both the ACRL and the ARL* statistics reported the ratio of Professional to 
Non-professional Btaff as High 1.1:1,. Median 0.5:1, and Low 0.2:1. 
The percentages representing ACRL and ARL in the table were derived by 
summing both figures contained in the ratio and dividing the professional 
staff portion by that total. Thus, 1. 1:1 becomes 1.1 + 1 - 2.1 and the 
professional portion (1.1) is then divided by that total to become: 

ill - .5233 or 52%. ^ 



OBSERVATIONS 

*. Northwest university 1 ibraries. have approximately the same percent- 
age of professional staff as do other universities in the U.S. and 
Canada. 

* The range of percentages is narrower for Northwest universities 
than for all universities across the continent, as would be ex- 
pected. The larger sample would pick up all extremes. 

* The range of percentages for Northwest universities is, much narrower 
than that for all other types of Northwest ..institutions., 

* The range of private col leges (3 6 to 100%, inclusive) is 85 percent- 
age points, whereas i t is on ly 68 percentage points for \two year 
colleges (0 to 67%, inclusive) . Had the two private college li- 
braries having fy% and 100% of thei r staffs as professionals been 
eliminated from the sample, $he highest percentage would then have 
been 67%, or identical to t hi two year colleges. Thjsjrfoul d have 
dropped the four year pr ivateNaWege median from 50 to kk, but 
that is still 10 percentage points higher than the median for two 
yea r col 1 eges . ' 



C. EXPENDITURES 



TABLE 13 



Materials Expenditures as Percent of Total Operating Expenditures 
in Four Year Colleges and Universities — „ 
A Comparison with ACRL and ARL Data 



Range and Midpoint: 


ACRL 
19791-80 


ARL 
1980-81 




PMLA 
1980-81 










Univ 


A" yr Pub 4 


yr Priv 


High 


55* 


'44% 




72% 1 


69Z 1 


) 

Median 


36% 


32V 


32% ^ 




35% 


Low 3 




« 20% 


21% 




14% * 



*These unusually high figures could result from reporting libraries 
• inadvertently excluding certain noh-paterials costs as part of the 
total operating expenditures (e,g, t salaries). 4 

' ' 

OBSERVATIONS * / # 

* Apparent-inconsistencies in reporting expend i tu re data by two year 
colleges prohibited their inclusipnV 

* Although not shown here, the bulk of al 1 cases for al 1 three types 
pf libraries clusters between 20% and k3%. , 

* Universities, as can be seen above, have 100% of the responses 
falling within that range, which is only two percentage points 
narrower t;han th^ range of outcomes in most recent ARL data. 

* Private colleges are widely dispensed along the range of \k to 
,69 percent. ^ 

* Publ ic col leges spend aWistinctly lower 'percentage {6% lower) 
of their total operating budget on materials than, do private 
colleges. 

* Both public and private four year colleges report-a lower percent- 
age' of their expenditures going toward 8 materials than found in the 

/ ACRL 1979-80 nationwide survey of non-7*RL universities* 




TABLE 14 

Serials Expenditures as Percent of Materials Expenditures in 
Four Year Colleges and Universities — 
A Comparison with ACRL and ARL Data 



Range.and Midpoint . 


ACRL 
1979-80 


ARL 
1980-81 




PNLA 
1980-81 










Univ 


4 yr Pub < 


i vr Priv 


High 


82X 


831 


85X 


■ , 94X 


8|& 


Median 


49X 


57X 


60X 


'50% 


37X> 


Low 


15X 


1 36? 


29% . 
*- 


30X 


' 17X 



OBSERVATIONS 

* 



Private col leges jSpend a substantially smaller portion of their 
materials budget on serials than' do public co.l leges and univer- 
sities in the Northwest. 4 

Private col leges/ al so spend a substantially smaller portion of 
their materials /budget on serials than did. the non-ARL univer- 
sity 1 ibraries purveyed by ACRL in 1979-80. 
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DV INTERLIBRARY LENDING AND BORROWING 

TABLE 15 v 
Interllbrary Loan Data for the Top Twenty Net Lending Libraries 



# Aadng , 
A yr & 
Univ's 



Four Year Colleges 
and Univereltlea 




Items 
Lent' 



Items 
Borrowed 



Net 

Lent 



Rank Among Ml 
Respondents 



Two Year 
Collsgss 



Rank 
Among 
2 yr T s 

Only 





U of Washington 


120,86! 


4,381 


116, 4fl0 l 








2 


Montana St U 


10,473 


3,312 


7,161 








3, ' 


Oregon Health Scl U 


9,327 


2,849 


6,478 








A 


U of Alberta 


10,547 


5,183 


5,364 * 








5 


U of Oregon 


9,921 


5,550 


4,371 , l§ 








V.6' • 1 


U of Idaho 


6,2>5 


- 2,213. 


4,062 








*7 


Oregon, St U 


7,294 


3,281 


4,013 








8 


Washington St U 


7,756 i 


.3.867 


3,889 


8 






9 
10 


Portland St. U 

U of Alaska, Fairbanks 


5,631 . 
6,134 


1,888 
2,843 


3,743 
3,291, 


9 

10. 






11 


Idaho' St U 


4,133 


1,270^ 


2,863 


11 






■ifi 


Evergreen St Col \ 


3,208 


5,794 


2,586 


12 






13 


Boise St U 


2,996 


1,437 


1,559 


!3 






14 


2 

U of Montana ' > 


4,688 


3 i 1 3 9 


1,549 


14 




.* 


15 


Pacific Lutheran 


2,097 


928 


1,169 


15 






16 . 


Whltworth Col 


3,445 


2,522 


923 


16 






17 


Anonymous 1 ■ 


1,305 


712 


593 


17 






18 


Whitman Col ■' 


1,255 


758 t 


497 


18 










1,615 


1,148 


t 467 


19 


Douglas Col 1 








2,097 


1,685 


412 


20 


Vancouver CC 2 





.. *Totnl transactions against the collection (Including tWBC). 
Not including Law. Library. 



OBSERVATIONS 

* The top \k net lenders are public universities except for one public college which Is J2th. 

* the third largest net lender, Oregon Health Sciences University, Is the only library among 
the top ten net lenders which is not among the top ten In collection size (see Table J). 



iff' 
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TABLE 16 

Inturl ihrnry l.oait Data for the Top Twenty Net Borrowing Librarian 



jttiitk 




\ 


/ " " 
















Anwin if 




















.Rank 


4 yr 4 




\ 


/ 














Among 


Untv'a 


Four Yenr CoHorcs 




/ Items 


Items 


Not 


Rank 




/ 


Two Year 


2 yr'f 


I)rtiy 


unci Universities 


\ 


L — lent 


Pil i 1 1 >wvu 


Rn f r 

Mil 1 1 UWvU ^ 


Respondents V 


L — 


Colleges 


Only 


1 


Lewi* & Chirk, OR 1 




630 ' 


3,353 


2,723 




r ' 7 










Wt?Btcrn Wnslilnnton U 




w t 


2,251 


1,911 




/ 2 ' 








1 


W| Unmet to U 1 




566 


2,304 


1,738 




7 3 


* 






4 


Pacific U : * * _ 




2,250 


3,275 


1,025 




/ 4 /' 








3 


Llnfield Col 




159 


1,168 


1,009 




5 










Eastern Montana Col 




278 


1,226 


9AB 


•■ / 


6 














358 


1,228 . 


B70 


7 


7/' 




Chemeketa CC 


11 ^ 


7 


Eastern Washington U 




1,592 


2,439 


' ' V 847 


/ 


8 














1 


B30 


829 


/ 


9 




Peninsula Col 


2 




\ 




0 


ROB 


808 


/ 


1.0 


m 


Lower Columbia CC 3 


8 


Anonymous 5* 




203 


B2 7 


624 


/ 


11 








9 


Carroll Col 




503 


1,091 


58B 




12, 














10 . 


503 


493 / 




13 




Rogue CC 


4 








10 


472 


v 462 


14 




Hlghllne CC 


' 5 








94 


515 


, 421 




15- . 




Olympla Tech CC 


6 








669 


1,063 


394 




16 




SW Oregon CC 


7 


10 


Anonymous 3 . 




80 


466 


386 




17 














126 


511 


T — * 3B5 




I* 




Whatcom CC 


8 








10 


3B5 


375 




19 




Clark Col 










- ' 294 


642 


}4B 




20 




Clatsop CC 


10 



Not including the Law Library. 



OBSERVATIONS 



ft k0% of both categories of Institution's are Oregon institutions. Of these, those in the four 

. yea r/un'i vers ity category are al l private. / •• . 

* 60% (6) of the two year colleges are Washington ./nst itiii^oHs (the other four are Oregon) . 
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TABLE 17 



Percent of Net Lending and Net Borrowing, Libraries 
by Type of Institution 



Type of Institution 



4o. Reporting 



X Net Lending 



X Net Borrowing 



University 
Four Year Public 
Four Year .Private 
TwS^Year 



\ - 



16 
23 
21 
69 



81 

' 48 
52 
48 



19 
52 
48 
52 



All Institutions 



129 



53 



47 



OBSERVATION 

* Eight out of ten universities are net lenders, while approxi- 
mately five out of ten libraries in all other categories are 
net lenders. 
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TABLE IS. . 

A * 

Onlina Intarlibrary Loan Capability—Parcant of Havas and 
Hava-Nota by Typa of Library. Octobar 1981 



Institution 


Onlina 




Total 


.Typa 


in Oct. 1961 


Not Yat Onlina 


Univ 


80% 


20X 


100X 


4 yr public 


44X 


56X 


100X 


A yr privata 


36X 


64X 


100X 


2 yr 


m 


SIX 


100X 


TOTAL, by status 


36X 


64 X 


100X 



OBSERVATIONS 

* Four out of five universities had online interlibrary loan capa 
bility by October 1 981, whereas less than one- ha If of the four 
year college libraries possessed this capability, and only one 
in five of the two year colleges possessed this capability. • 

* The likelihood of a private four year college library's having 
* online interlibrary loan capabi 1 i ty ,is identical to- that likeli 

hood among all academic libraries in the Northwest. 
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fABLI 19 

Online Ii\tarllbrary Loan Capability— Nunbar of Instltutlona 
by Type of Institution and Statua of III Capability 





Hava* 


Ex pact 


Do not 


Total 


Institution 


July ! 


I within 


axpact 


Typa 


f 81 j 


' 2 yra 


w/ln 2 yra 


by typa 


Unlv 


20 \ 


I 2 


3 


» 23 


4 yr public 


7 


6 


3 


16 


4 yr prlvata k 


8 


4 


10 


22 


2 yr 


14 


23 


38 


73 


TOTAL , by atatua 


49 


35 


33 


137 



' A 

OBSERVATIONS ' 

* .It Is probably safe to .conclude that the number of responding 

libraries having online Interllbrary loan capability by the 
August 1982 PNLA Conference will be about fifty percent,. 

* Of those Institutions not having online Interllbrary loan capa 
blllty (Soth expecting and not expecting), the public four year 
colleges are most hopeful, A full 67* of 'those not having the 
capability expect to within two years. Forty /percent of the 
university "Have-Nots" expect online capability wlthlrt two year 

* Forty percent of all libraries not having online Interllbrary 
loan capability expect to have It within. two years. 



PART III i BXPLANATION OF ANALYSIS 
AND RECOMMENDATION^ FOR FURTHER ANALYSIS 



The users of the data pratantad /n this report are cautioned to pro- 
ceed wi th a skeptical eye. The/footnote* to Tablet 1 and .2, and the 
remarks In Part V (Llml tatlons/of Method and tha Survey Instrument 
attest to some of the weaknesses In the data. Since /these Imitations 
are not likely to hinder tha /library director In seafch of Mproof" of 
success or need, a thorough yrev lew of a recent artUle on the top c. ls 
highly recommended. Kendoo/Stubbs of the University of Virginia Li- 
brary (see Part VIII - Bibliography) provides a sobering view of the 
pr^er treatment of Just 2uch 'd.t. as was collecSd In the PNLA survey. 
His analysis relates to *he same ACRL and ARL surveys (also listed In 
the Bibliography) that ire referred to In some^f the analyses. pre- 
sented In Part II of this report. 



A. U$ES OF THE DATA FROM/TABLES 1 AND 2 



The data pre sen ted/ In Tables 1 and 2 may be/**ed for several statistical 
purposes. Among /these are comparisons with: 

If-^tandaVds for certain types of ljbrarles; 

'2) Institutions similar In purpose and size (e.g., members of the 

Association^ Research llbrjuj^, land grant Institutions, etc.); 

3) Co/peratlng or competing Institutions (by reason of close proxl- 
m/ty, similarity of students or faculty drawn to the Institution, 
Ac.) ; 

i») /The "good old days" (I.e., comparison with previous measures); 

and ' - 

Expectations of library users. ^ 

While/the data In Tables 1 and 2 may be used for these or other purposes, 
the analyses presented In Part II primarily serve the purpose of enlight- 
ening us about our relationships among al 1 of our sister Institutions In 
the/Northwest and particularly those which most- closely resemble our own 
in/size and purpose (purpose 3, above) . . * 

. • i : 



B, CLARIFICATION OF SOME DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS USED IN PART II 

Depending on the particular statistical technique applied, It Is possible 
to overcome (neutralize) weaknesses In sampling or other survey des gn 
factor*. On the other hand, It la far easier, to take the figures given 4 
and apply sophisticated techniques which provide you wl th garbage_ In 
elegant trappings. The seeming slmpHolty of even the most unsophisti- 
cated descMptjve statistics presented In this report can be misleading, 
as Is shown In the next paragraph on means and medians. . Th* even more-,<: 
compl Icated multivariate Inferential statistics Were Intentlbnal ly , 

avoicied. * . 

. ;. / _ , • ■ ... ( 4r ' t . 

i Means (a verages) and medians {midpoint ¥n a ranked list of cases) are 
^used throughout the tables presented here. Both are measures of the 
center of a distribution or more representative value. When an average • 
•or median has most ofthe cases clustered closely about It, It Is a high y 
accurate descriptor or "typical" case. Averages, however, are more sensi- 
tive to being thrown off (biased) by a single extreme score, therefore . 
medians are frequently employed as the more accurate representative of a 
particul ar set- of cases . T ' . . • 
' — v 

Medians h&tfA generally been used to limit the Impact of the unusually f 
extreme *«t> (e.g., ..throne four year college which had a 50* growth n 
Its collection by adding only 75 volumes!). The example (hypothetical) 
which follows demonstrates -the caution with which one should approach 
even "slmpie^ descr I pt I ve statistics: 
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Hypothetical 1980-81 
University Librarian 


Growth Rat«» 
in Sun Valley, 


for 

, Idaho 

-Ulh 




Univeralty 
Library 


Volume* 
Jun« 80 July 81 




Growth Rate * 


A 


2000 


2020 ' 




\X 


B 


2000 


; 2080 




4X 


C 


2000 


2080 




4X 


D 


20 


40 




IO0X 


TOTALS 


6020 


. 6220 




3X 



K0 40- 



Three accurate, yet totally different observations may be -made regarding 
the "typical 11 growth ramof un i vers 1 ty 1 i b ra ries I n Sun Va 1 1 ey , Idaho, 

fc ' ' . " i .. . . ". • . . .- '* . /■ . ■ 

Method 1 , The median growth rate Is calculated by. establ ishing 
/ the high, middle, and low cases,' % ^ 

Thus, 100% high v 

■ ' ^median.' • 

\% low 3 i 

!. ' o « 

Method 2 The average rate of growth is calculated by > summing 

: each of the individual library growth rates and 
- ^ " \ dividing by the number of cases. 



Thus, 



1* 
100% 



J0$% ^ k = r 27.3% Js the average rate of 0 growth. 



Method 3 , The combined collection average growth rate is calcu- 
lated as follows: , •;. 

Volumes added by al 1 l ibraries _ ^200 
■« Sum of the beginning volume counts 6020 ■ 



Methods 1 and Z-^aWfe- each" 1 Ibrary.'.s growth rate a weight of one, regard- 
less of /the siz^ o-Tthe l ibrary. Method 3 weights each growth rate by s 
the size of the collection, 

\ 7 : ■ , t ..." .... 

If the" libraries ^a"a given categqry (e.g., two year colleges) are ' 
approximately the same size, .the results, of methods 2 and 3 will be . 
quite similar. Thus the similarity (hdmogenei ty) of a set of libraries 
(In terms of the size and growth of their > col lect ions) in a given cate- 
gory can be compared with' the" degree of si/ni larity found among l ibraries 
in another category (e.g.;,, universities). 



ERIC 
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C TREATMENT OF LAW SCHOOL LIBRARIES REPORTED SEPARATELY 

• - - # ■ • ' • r * 

The fables generally do not Include law library data which were reported 
separate from the central 1 ibrary* There* are good arguments for using 
the aggregate of the central and law ,'f igures, but the decision was made 
to use only the central, library's data in most computations. This under- 
represents the Institution's commitment to library services, but yields * 
averages and median^ more closely resembling their peer, libraries jtffth 
which tijfy" might wish/to make comparisons. . 

. • . ' ; . * • , 

* 1 -■ 

• . . • . D. ARL MEMBERS IN THE NORTHWEST 

Of the 138 respondents, 5 are among the 101 academic li bra ry members of 
the Association of Research Libraries. They are the Universities of 
Alberta, British Columbia, Oregon and Washington, and Washing toh State 
University. These 5 libraries represent 15% of the libraries identifying 
themselves as .university 1 ibraries in this survey. 



E. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER ANALYSIS 

The most obvious next step for most libraries will be to compare the 
values reportedly their 1 ibrary to the averages and means reported through 
out Part II. A useful next step is to select comparable institutions and 
perform calculations similar to those reported in Part II, using only the 
data from your peer insti tut4ons. ■ % . 

The collection of a few items of additional data from those institutions 
which you consider comparable can lead to calculations such as the li- 
brary budget as a percent of insti tut ionaT budget. t ' f 

Figures presented jn the 1978-79 PNLA survey report (see Brown) can be used 
to create trend data for a group of institutions selected specifically for 
that purpose. The Appendix (Part IX) to this report includes one table 
.accidentally omitted from the 1978-79"PNLA survey report. - 

Comparisons with other avai lable data may also prove interesting. Among 
these are the, reports compiled by Riqh,ard Beazley (see Bibliography) for 
the National Center for Education Statistics. 
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PART IV : METHODOLOGY 



A. DEVELOPMENT OF THE SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE* 

" * » ■ . ■ . • . „ • •• , 

The survey Instrument arvd instructions were developed In October and early 
November 1981. They ar^^odif icationfc of instruments developed and used 
by the Association of Research Libraries (ARL) . The ARL form wa^also 
used by the Association of College and Research Libraries (ACRL) to collect 
and publish data on 98 university libraries in Canada and the United States, 
which were not covered in the ARL Statistics for the year 1978-79. 

. ■ . ; * -.■ *. ■ 

In the 1978-79 PNLA study the data were col lected by asking the United 
States libraries to forward copies of the 1 ibrary portion of the 1979. 
U.S. Department of Education's Higher Education General Information Survey 
(HEGIS) form to the survey coordinator. Canadian 1 ibrary data, as equiva- 
lent, as could be obtained, were also sought. 

The Department of Education did not conduct the. 1 ibrary part of the HEGIS 
survey, as It had originally planned, again in the fall of 1981. The 
options remaining for the current PNLA survey, then, were to request .that ' 
all libraries complete the 1979 HEGIS forms for the new period; (including 
Canadian libraries), or to develop a form more closely tailored to the 
needs of the participants.* The latter course was chosen and the survey 
instrument and accompanying Instructions can be found J[n Part VII of this 
report. In the process of developing this questionnaire, the HEGIS form 
used in J979 (the most recent in existence) and several others were con- 
sulted for possible adaptation. • ■. . 

A draft form of the questionnai re was distributed to the survey coordinators 
as well as to selected other 1 i brary di rfectors in Oregon^ for review and 
comment. f * 

B. DISTRIBUTION OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE 

The state/province coordinators 1 isted in the acknowledgment distributed' 
most of the questionnaires during the latter hal f of November 1981 .* The 
institutions to be included in or excluded from the survey- were at the 
discretion of the coordinator. No guidelines for excluding specific types 
of libraries from the sample were suggested, nor was the topic discussed 
at the PNLA conference. Returns indicate that insti tut ions in some juris- 
dictions were excluded on the basis of size, accreditation status, and 
possibly other factors. No exact cpuht o£^the institutions being sent the 
farm was mainta ined central ly. - /^^' ' *? 

The use of state/province coordinators was employed because of two distinct 
advantages. First, those^st fami 1 Jar wf th the institutions in a given 
locale are least 1 i kely to overlook an institution that should be included. 



Second, by using letters signed by the coordinators,' It was believed that 
the response rate .would 'be 'higher ' than If signed by someone from much 
farther away. A form letter to each Institution was distributed to the 
coordinators for their use. Blank letterhead was provided in the event 
that the coordinator preferred a more closely tailored approach. Enve- 
lopes for return of the quest ionna I re to the survey coordinator were 
included with each survey. 

- • • ■ . . o • ' ■ • . tr ■ 

? ■ ■ -' '. • ...* '. ■• ■\ v 

C. HANDLING RETURNS 

The letter of instruction sent with each survey requested that the com- ■ 
pleted form .be returned by December 11 . Nearly all completed forms were 
returned by January M, 1982. State/province coordinators were informed 
which completed forms 'had been received and asked to contact the few 
non-respondents to urge their cooperation. 

Problems encountered in attempting to have the British Columbia lihrary 
surveys completed at a central location resulted in the delay of their 
receipt. The bulk of British Columbia returns were not received untl [I a 
March 3, 1982. Consequently some calculations* do not include tlnei r data* 
Also, their forms uniformly lack certain categories of data (see Tables 1 
and 2) because the forms, were not distributed, as in the other jurisdic- 
tions. , • .-' „■ 

Upon receipt of most of the forms the data wer/ charted I n a fashion 
similar to Tables 1 and 2. Canadian monetary/f igures : w\re converted as 
noted In the introductory remarks to Part 1J As ca leu laf)ions were per- 
formed Hi order to complete the columns noted in the i otfoductlon to 
Part I, phone calls were made to respondents in ordeij to clarify particu- 
lar responses given. In al 1 , approximately thirty telephone ca 1 1 s were 
made in February to various libraries in each of the states and provinces 
Some figures remain which may not accurately portray the response desired 
for the purposes of comparison with other libraries. . 

Upon the final listing of all the data from each of- the 1 k\ respondents, 
a determination was made to exclude three respondents .from the report 
entirely, One case was a small research library affiliated with a state 
university. Its exclusion was decided upon on the basis of the respond- 
ing party's recommendation that the small collection was not truly a li- 
brary and that nothing was to be : gained Jby i'ncl uding the smal 1 col lection 
In the study. The v other two exclusions were based upon the lack of data 
reported. The two British Columbia two year colleges reported only inter 
library loan data. Thought was given to excluding three or four other: 
"special cases, "but the good faith response on their part* coupled with 
no pre-defined policy establishing the nature of institutions to be in- 
cluded or excluded, led to their being retained. . 



D. CALCULATIONS 



All calculations were conducted by hand with the use of a calculator* 
No use of computers was made, as was done wrth the 1978^79 Jtudy. This 
permitted the scrutiny of each result for reasonableness ahd led to many 
telephone calls to verify the accuracy of responses! Sevferal calcula- 
tions were performed tn order to seek out statistical relaitTonshfps that, 
might be of interest. Those reported in Part II are the ones which either 
resulted In interesting findings, or would otherwise be expected from a 
study such as this, . 



\ 




PART V : LIMITATIONS OF METHOD 



AND THE SURVEY INSTRUMENT 



A. GENERAL SURVEY WEAKNESSES • • 

The data collected represent .measures of quantity not quality. While 
this fundamental limitation has 1 i ttle Impact on one's ability to mani- 
pulate the numbers, tt Is a severely 1 imtting factor when It comes to ' 
asking what al 1 of these numbers mean . , \ 

Even along the lines of quantitative data many important categories of 
information are ignored, or nearly so* Fad 1 1 ties, equipment, and ser-' 
vices are not covered, with the lone exception of Interlfbrary loan ser- 
vice and equipment. Salaries are another measure of interest to all, 
and may be Included in a future survey. ' ^ ' ;• 

Other problems were alluded to in'-Part IV. Among the rnost important are: 

There was* no established policy on Which 1 ibrarles would be „ 
included. .Without a, well-defined universe, it is difficult 
to judge any sample' or subsample. - ^ 

■ ■ . . ■ * ' # 

— Once the universe is determined; set pol i.ctes on how to deal 
.with sometimes independently administered law, med leal , and 
other libraries are necessary. Are we surveying libraries or - 
, . are we surveying institutions, however their libraries are 
organized? ° 

— Is one survey instrument adequate for all academi cl i braries 
at all levels? Perhaps only the fine tuning of the current 
form will tell if the problems can be cleared up. A paral lei . 
question applies to Canadian versus U.S. I I braries. 

— The dataVin the current study are clearly Incompatible with 
some of :hat from the original PNLA survey of academic libraries 
It is *diyff icult to make meaningful comparisons when the 1978-79 
data intlude periodical counts and 1980-81 data deal only with 
the mbrk broadly defined topic of serials . 

— Definitions of such categories as University needed further 
clarification and strict enforcement to ensure long-term com- * 
parability. * V 

— A firm cutoff date for receipt of -returns would have facilitated 
the more prompt distribution of the results. 
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B. QUESTIONNAIRE WEAKNEjfej^S 



Weaknesses 
COLLECTIONS 

Some 1 ibraries were unable to supply a VQlume. count for twp 
consecutive years (June 30, 1980 and 1981). 

Many 1 1 brar les were unable to provide an accurate serials 
subscription count. Smaller 1 1 brarles usual 1 y knew only 
their periodical subscription count. 

PERSONNEL 

Many libraries have no sense of the FT E, equivalent of their 
Tludent employees. By obtaining the number of hours allotted . 
ahd the average pay we calculated a useable estimate. .4^ 

EXPENDITURES 

Expenditures were by far the most misunderstood segment of 
the questionnaire. As with item 6, many libraries only in- 
cluded periodicals costs as serials costs. 

Others did not include serials as. part of the total library 
materials *and binding expenditures; .. 

Several points of clarification would have been useful when 
asking for total library expenditures. Telephone calls to 
respondents whose data were questionable revealed that it 
had not occurred to most to include staff salaries, equip- 
ment purchases, etc. -Even more compl I cated was _the-ques t Ion 
of which audiovisual, learning laboratory, and film/TV studio 
expenditures to include or exel ude. 

INTERLIBRARY LOAN 

A few 1 ibraries obviously reported <tl rcul at ion statistics 
for loans. Telephone calls resulted in clarification. " 

INSTITUTIONAL DATA * * . '<■ 

A few institutions that were classified as four year col leges 
during the 1978-79 study identified themselves %| universities. 
Such a migration obviously occurs among the stronger institu- 
tions in the four year category. They then become the weaker 
set in the university^category. This sudden shift of institu- 
tions out of the extreme end of one class Into the extreme end 
of another is likely to have a significant impact on both cate- 
gories of institutions. The averages of both categories are 
likely to lower as the bfg libraries of the colleges call them* 
selves university libraries, and as the un I vers i ty 1 ibraries 
absorb smal ler than average peers among thei r ranks, ' . 

, - ■ ' 



PART VI •: 

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE SURVEYS 



Should' the members of the' PNLA(1\cade>rilc; Division decide to conduct a 
third survey of academic 1 tbrarles In the Northwest, the suggestions 
noted below might lead to more accurate data and; prompt reporting. I 
addition, some topics should be considered for Inclusion which have 
heretofore been left unexplored; 

, Many problems with the survey form and process have been described 
ear.ller and will not be repeated here, except occasional ly to cal 1 
attention to a potential solution wor.thy of con side rati 6f \^_y 



/ 



The merging of the Canadian and U.S. data was not possible In the 
11978-79 study. Though accomplished In the present study, some d 1 ff I- , 
cull ties with definitions arose. Assuming that the integration of the 
data from the two countries Is desirable, greater coordination during 
the process of drafting the questionnaire would result in greater 
accuracy. 

A more useful definition of four. year colleges and universities than 
was used in the instructions accompanying the questionnaire should be 
developed. One possible defiattion can be found in Library Statistics 
of Colleges and Universities, 1979 Insti tutional' Data .IBeazley, 3^81 , 
p. 1.3). ' " ' r . ■ ' . 

Early on it should be determined whether all academic libraries should 

be included in the same study. The present study would have remained 

much simpler and the report more focused had i t encompassed only two 

year colleges or four year col leges and universities. 

'* C . v I . 

Topics not included this time around, yet worthy of serious consideration 

for inclusion in future stydies are: 

** Professional salaries (director, beginning level, total 

compensation, etc.) . * . . 

** insti tution" budget (to yield library budget as a percent 

"of institution budget) 
** On 1 ine searches (years of fered/chaVged, number conducted, 
etc.). , _ \ 

At one time 4>r another many of the decisions' made In the process of pre- 
paring the questionnaire through printing and mailing the final report 
hinged on. the budget allotted to the project. \ The entire project required 
an .investment of over $800, plus 300 hours of staff time. The Academic 
Division and any cosponsors must be prepared to make a substantial invest- 
ment or to narrow the scope of the projfect considerably. 
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Most Important, however, Is a clear statement of purpose. Such a state- 
ment would guide volunteers In all phases of the sjurvey processes. To 
assist with the development of such a statement a brief ...questionnaire Is 
being distributed with the copies of this report. The questionnaire, 
which is going only to survey respondents, Is designed to determine the 
value of this report to the reporting library. ' 

Among other things, a clear statement of purpose should Indicate' whether 
the report should focus on a restatement of the raw data collected or 
on analyses based upon that data. Publication of the raw data, as has 
been done In Tables 1 and 2 of this report, Is expensive In terms of both 
labor and printing, 'Also, had the raw data been merely "reprinted, ' 
the many errors detected during the analysis phase would have been 
disseminated innocently. 

Perhaps the reactions to this report will serve as the best guide to 
what is needed and for what purpose the end product should be designed. 
The PNLA .Academic Division welcomes your comments. ' 



PART VII : SAMPLE QUESTIONNAIRE AND INSTRUCTIONS 



1 Return completed form tos 



PNLA ACADEMIC LIBRARY STATISTICS QUESTIONNAIRE 
1980-1981 



J. D. Lockwood 
PNLA Academic Oiv. 
OSU Library 
Corvail Is; OR 97331 



Reporting Library 
Address 



Phone ( ) 



Questionnaire completed by (Name) _ 

\ j My Institution wishes its data to be reported, anonymously (We wj 1 1 substitute a 
dumber for your institution which Is known only to you) ' 

COLLECTIONS (See instructions *»-5) 
I. Volumes held June 30, 1980 (Exclude microforms & uncat. govt, docs.) 



2. Volumes added during year — Gross 
(Exclude microforms and uncat t govt, docs.) 

3. Volumes withdrawn during year 

(Exclude microforms and uncat. govt, docs.) 



■ ■ A 

I 



/ 



' 5. 
7. 

8; 



Volumes added during.year — Net (subtract ljtfie 3 from 1 ine 2) 

' / , 

Volumes held June 30, 1981 (Add line 1 to/line k) 

— ' / 

Number of current serials, 'Including periodicals, received in 1980/81 
(Include Onl * Items which are fully prqcesseU, see instruction 5) 

4 ' ' . / •.. ' • / 

Total microforms (films, fiche, cards' and prints only) 
held June 30, 1981 (pieces, not volyme equivalent) 

Estimate the portion of these microforms which* 

are received on deposit from the/ U.S. Government % 



PERSONNEL (See Instructions 6-^; round figures to nearest whole number) 



9. 
10. 

12. 



Total number of professional staff, FTE, 1980-1981 ( incl - di rector) 
Number of female profess/onal staff, FTE, 1980-1 981 _; 

7 ' ' ' 

Number of male professional staff, FTE, 1980-1981 " 

NumBer of profess I oodl positions temporarily vacant 

in Spring 1980-198/ (Not included above) _/ 



13. Number of nonprofessional staff, FTE, I98O-I98I 

\k. m a. Number of /tudent assistants, FTE, 1980-81 (1880 hrs - 1 FTE) 

b. If FTE not available, indicate dollars expended ^ 
and average student hourly wage: 

Totals 



Average Hourly Wage 



5 i 50 
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PNU ACADEMIC STATISTICS QUESTIONNAIRE 1980-81 
Page 2 



15. Total FTE staff (Add Unas 9. 13; and l*V-lf available) 

|6. Sex of library director present In Spring, I98l» or If 
vacant, the one preceding. 



CI rcle one 



Dollars Canadian Dollars U.S. 

( Canadian 1 Ibrarles only) (American 1 Ibrar I es 



EXPENDITURES (See Instruction .8) 

17. Current serials subscription costs Including 
periodicals— actual dol lars spent on items 
reported In question 6. (See Instruction 5) 

18. Total library materials and binding, 198o-198l 

19. Total llbrdry expenditures, 1980-1981 



Total library expenui 
TTncTudlng 17 and* 18) 



I N t E R L? 



20. 




TotaflWli|Sr , 6Tr'loan transactions in year ending 
June 30, 1981 ( Including photocopies) 



21 . Total number of materials borrowed . (transactions) In year 
ending June Jo; 1981 ( tncl udlng photocopies) 

22. Does your library have online tnterllbrary loan capability? 

YES I 1 Estimate the percent of your October, 1981 . 

' loans to other libraries which were located or 

requested on a computer bibliographic network. 

Estimate the percent of your October, I98L materials* 
borrowed which were located by your library using a 
computer blbl tographic network. 

HO | 1 If you expect onl ine capabl 1 1 ty soon, when? 



INSTITUTIONAL DATA 

23.* Total student enrollment (Fall 1 9 8j_) 
2k. Type.df Institution* (check one) 



2S. Financial Base (check one) 



a. 

b. 

a. 
b. 
c. 

a . 
b. 



fte ;~ ( _ 

Headcount 

2 ye'ar _j, 

4+ year — . 

University 
(doctoral grant I ng)_ 



Public 
Private 
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PNLA ADACEMIC STATISTICS QUESTIONNAIRE 1980-81 
Pege 3 

Footnotes, for PNI*A .Statistics 



1. (Circle one) We do/do not heve e lew llbrery. Their statistics ere/ere not Included. 

2. (Circle one) We do/do not heve e medlcel llbrery. Their statistics ere/ere not Included, 

3. If your Institution net more then one campus, stete the Qeme of the other libraries 
eno* If theV statistics ere Included on this form. 



ki Other comments; 



Plekse return the completed form to; 



JAMES D. LOCKWOOD 
PNLA Academic Division 
OSU Library 

Corvallis, Oregon 97331 
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PNU ACADEMIC LIBRARY SURVEY 1080-81 
ln»truction« for Completion of th« Que»tionn»ir« 



GENE ML 

1. Definitions of the st*t 1st leal cetegorle* used In this quest lonnel re cen 
be found In Library Statlitlcif A Handbook of Concepts. Deflnl t Ions end 

4 Terminology (Chlcegoi Amerlcen Library Association, i977J . 
AAAnMEi If your reporting yeer Is dlffarant (e.g., April-March Instead 
of July-June) faal fraa to Use the epproprlete period end Include e note 
to thet effect. *** 

2. Round figures to the dollar (your own country's currency). 

3. In. a university which Includes both meln end brench cewpuses, en effort 
should be made to report figures for the meln csmpus only, (The Metlonel 
Center for Educetlon Stetlstlcs In Its Higher Educetlon- Oenerel Informa- 
tion Survey describes e brench cempus es one "located In e community 
different from thet In which Its perent Institution Is loceted. ..beyond 

e reasonebte commuting dlstence from the main campus. .•">. If /Igures 
for libraries loceted on branch campuses are reportid, please provide en 
explanatory footnote. 



GOL LECT I QMS ' ' r # ... - 

k Questions 1-5. Use the ALA definition for M Vo1urte u as noted In Instruction 1 
above! Include duplicates and bound volumes of periodicals. Exclude mlcro- 
' forms, nonprlnt material*, uncataloged Items, and government documents un- 
less cataloged. (Government document volumes classed seperetely may be 
Included If cataloged.) 

5. Question 6. Include duplicate subscriptions and government document serials 
it they are checked In as a separate Item. Because of the' number of ques- 
. tions raised regarding the counting of serials, we call to your etteptlon 
the* definition to be used for this survey, 

' • . it * • 

Publications constituting one Issue In a continuous 
series under, the same title published et regular or 
Irregular Intervals, over an Indefinite period, Indlvl- <* ^ 
dual Issues In the series being numbered consecutively 
or each Issue being dated. Newspepers as well es publi- 
cations appearing annually or less frequently are In- 
cluded In the definition. 

P ERSONNEL 

1 : *v 

6 Questions 9-15. fteport'the number of staff In filled positions, or positions 
which are only temporaYl I y.vacant T Include staff hired for special projects 
and grants, but provide an explanatory footnote* Indicating the number of such 
staff. It Is preferred that the number of FTE staff be determine^ on the 
basis of the length of the work week In the reporting 1 ibjary. 

7 Quest ions 9-12. Each, library should Veport tfcose staff members reconsiders 
p ro f es si onaT, Tncl udlng, when appropriate*, staff who are not librarians. 




CXEJNOITUMI 



8, Questions 17*19 , Report all 1980/01 eapendltures, regerdUss of whether 
tfS runTs com* from the regular library budget or from tpeclel fundi, tuch 

research grants. When •p#cl«l project or grant funds ere Included, 
\ pleese provide e footnote Indicating the emount of tuch funds, Include 
federal funds for work study student* • 

ENROL IHt NT 

9. Question Ik . Pleese ute figures reported to the U.S. Department of tduce* 
tTonoS the form entitled "Higher education General Information Survey, 
Fall " tnrol Imant Irf Institutions of Higher education/ 1 or other official , 
Indicator. * 



*****REMlKDER: < IF YOUR REPORTING YEAR IS DIFFERENT (e.g., April-March 
Instead ef July-June) feel free to use the appropriate 
period and Include a note to that effect. ***** 



" /"* 
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PART IX : ENDIX 



TABbE OMITTED FROM THE 1978-79 PNLA SURVEY REPORT 
IN PjjLA QUARTERLY , SUMMER 1980 (SEE BROWN) 



TABLE III Cont. 
SCHOOL NAME 

PUBLIC TWO-YEAR cont, 
SOUTHWEST ORE CC 
SPOKANE CC , 
TACOiA CC 

TREASURE WALLET CC 
U OF AK- KOOIAK CC 
UHPQUA CC - 
MENATCHEE VALLEY COL 
MHATCOH CC 



VOLUMES 




TITLES 


PERI 


OfiTI CAL 


$ FINANCES $ 


•78 


ALL 


•78 


ALL 0 HTITUI 


f S RE CD. 


BOOKS 


PERIODIC/ 


1672 


0762 5 


1339 


395 60 


066 


22158 


7139 


00B3 


26525 


3037 


25666 


090 


0 


0 


2162 


66932 


1649 


57536 


006 


J.O500 


11151 


666 


26630 


600 


25650 


236 ■ 


1MJ20 


2900 


2362 


6296 


0 


6157 


152 


16000 


663 


1662 


02661 


1675 


01260 


023 


10950 


70 00 


1193 


25585 


0 


8 


320 


32691 


12006 


J66 


9756 


716 - 


6761 


176 


13226 


3513 



PUBLIC FOUR-YEAR V " 








/j0O8l 






. 60000 


' ANONYMOUS 1 


16860 


302380 


11508 


20 2 6 


260250 


ANONYMOUS 2 


2066 


72770 


23 


666 


666 


16501 


32069 


ANONYMOUS k 


2230 


61171 


1907 


79655 


566 


17670 


16226 


80ISE. STATE U 


'15869 


202066 


13219 


201659 


3665 


, 203225 


96966 


ESTRN OREG ST COLL 


2600 


66116 


2196 


518 29 


1092 


29993 


29625 


ESTRN WASHINGTON U 


15633 


313666 


6138 


f 190755 


0663 


100065 


228177 


EVERGREEN ST COLL. 


8655 


135696 


7005 


112913 


2365 


166656 


116660 


LEWIS -CcARK ST COLL 
OREGO* COLL OF EOUC 


3695 


77652 . 


3000 


75880 


375' 


27300 


10269 


6861 


161669 


3059 


115169 - 


1596 


70027 


01230 


OREGON ZNST TECH 


2993 


52225 


2 007 


27081' 


1206 


25555 


32766 


PORTLAND St U 


29666 


570677 


10567 


321685 


11066 


138916* 


626313 


STHRN OREGON ST COLL 


8507 


.160636 


5705 


130860 


6901 


63266 


66062 


U OF AK-ANCHORAGE 


16969 


200636 






3127 


296616 


66376 


MSTRN MONTANA COLL 


866 


69360 






356 


15*60 


6100 


MSTRN WASHINGTON U 


21367 


370111 


. 15636 S 


i 305272 


6636 


256176 


271630 



PUBLIC UNIVERSITY 

ZOAHO ST U 

HONT ST U 

OREGON St U 
' U OF Att-FAtRBANKS 

U OF ZOAHO 

U OF MONTANA 

U OF ORE-HEALTH SCI 

U OF OREGON 

U OF hASH-HEALTH SCI 

U OF WASHINGTON 

MASHING TON ST U 

PRIVATE TWO-YEAR 
RICKS COLL 



16316 


269860 


13051 


286360 


3666 


326935 


188926 


15670 


395180 


6602 


176920 - 


6361 


69669 


261015 


23879 


60016 3 


13218 


366980 


17666 


363616 


619325 


13262 


636567 


a . 


0 


3052 


/ 336963 


166696 


26535 


696610 


15921 


290266 


6921 


/ 326553 


207523 


28726 


711673 


a 


Q . 




/ 198601 


353009 


5266 


160579 


1606 


52762 


26^6^ 


29759 


136638 


67606 


1620682 


29506 


7926 99 


17931 


367952 


635937 


15795 


211517 


8 


0 


5192 


66062 


296066 


99696 


2623276 


a 


0 


22291 


669073 


611592 


06677 


1169699 


8 


0 


25990 


< 371606 


676616 


7603 


163761 


. 8 


. 0 


16636 


157660 


17063 
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